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Presidential  proclamation  . . . 


NATIONAL  FARM-CITY  WEEK 

Presidential  proclamation . 


EMERGENCY  MEDICAL  SERVICES  WEEK 

Presidential  proclamation. . 


PROTECTION  OF  HUMAN  SUBJECTS 

HEW  amends  final  regulations  regarding  fetuses,  preg¬ 
nant  women,  and  in  vitro  fertilization;  effective  11-6-75..  51638 

ATLANTIC  TUNA  FISHERIES 

Commerce/NOAA  proposes  to  amend  cor^ervation  regu¬ 
lations;  comments  by  12—4-75 . .  51647 

LIVE  VACCINE 

USDA/ APHIS  proposes  to  revise  purity  testing  proce¬ 
dures;  comments  by  12-8-75  .  51646 

DRUGS  FOR  HUMAN  USE 

FDA  provides  for  the  certification  of  sterile  cephradine 
and  cephradine  for  injection;  effective  11-6-75 .  51625 

HIGHWAY  ACCIDENT  REPORT 

NTSB  publishes  report  and  response  to  recommenda- 
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PART  II: 


ORE  MINING  AND  DRESSING 

EPA  establishes  interim  rules  for  effluent  guidelines; 

effective  11-6-75,  comments  by  12-8-75 .  51722 

EPA  also  proposes  amendments  to  interim  rules;  com¬ 
ments  by  12-8-75 .  51738 

EPA  adds  ore  .mining  and  dressing  to  its  list  of  water 
pollution  sources . 51748 

PART  III: 

STUDENT  ASSISTANCE 

HEW/OE  cancels  loan  for  teaching  service  and  an¬ 
nounces  availability  of  list  of  schools  determined  to  have 
high  concentration  of  students  from  low-income 
families . 51750 
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Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 
DOT/FAA — Standard  instrument  approach 

procedures;  amendments .  44127; 
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Transition  areas .  43487;  9-22-75 
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INCOME  TAX 

Treasury/ IRS  issues  temporary  regulations  relating  to 
disclosure  statements  regarding  individual  retirement 
accounts,  individual  retirement  annuities,  and  endow¬ 
ment  contracts . . .  51635 


VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  CURRICULUM 
GRANTS 

HEW/OE  proposes  criteria  for  fiscal  year  1976;  com¬ 
ments  by  12-8-75 .  51654 

HEW/OE  gives  notice  of  closing  date  for  receipt  of  ap¬ 
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initial  applications;  closing  date  12-15-75 .  51680 

FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

SBA  proposes  prohibition  of  credit  discrimination  based 
on  marital  status;  comments  by  12-8-75 .  51670 

OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF 

Interior/BLM  announces  oil  and  gas  lease  sale  off  south¬ 
ern  California .  51672 

CLASSIFICATION  OF  CARRIERS 

ICC  revises  regulations;  effective  1-1-76 .  51638 

U.S.-CANADIAN  AUTOMOTIVE  AGREEMENT 

International  Trade  Commission  announces  hearing, 
11-18-75 .  51691 

RURAL  HOUSING  LOANS 

USDA/FmHA  revises  adjusted  income  limits  for  low-  and 
moderate-income  families;  effective  11-6-75 .  51621 

PRIVACY  ACT 

NSF  amends  systems  of  records .  51692 


SUPPLEMENTAL  SECURITY  INCOME 
PROGRAM 

HEW/SSA  determines  eligibility  of  persons  receiving 
treatment  for  drug  addiction  or  alcoholism;  effective 
11-6-75 .  51624 

ENVIRONMENTAL  AND  SOCIAL  DISCLOSURE 

SEC  proposes  rule  and  form  amendments;  comments 
by  1-12-76 .  51656 

AIR  TRAFFIC  PROCEDURES  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

DOT/FAA  establishes  committee . 51681 

FERRICYANIDE  AND  FERROCYANIDE  BLUE 
PIGMENTS 

International  Trade  Commission  announces  hearing, 

1-13-76  .  51691 

MEETINGS— 

HEW/NIH:  Chemical/Biological  Information-Handling 

Review  Committee,  12-10  and  12-11-75 .  51679 

Lipid  Metabolism  Advisory  Committee,  12-9-75....  51679 

National  Advisory  Eye  Council,  11-17-75 .  51679 

SSA:  Supplemental  Security  Income  Study  Group, 

11- 24  and  11-25-75 .  51681 

Interior/BLM:  National  Advisory  Board  for  Wild  Free- 

Roaming  Horses  and  Burros,  12-5  and  12-6-75  .  51671 
Salem  District  Multiple  Use  /Advisory  Board, 

12-11-75  .  51671 

Labor/BLS:  Business  Research  Advisory  Council. 

12- 2-75  .  51701 

NASA:  Applications- Steering  Committee,  11-20  and 

11-21-75  .  51692 

National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities: 
National  Council  on  the  Arts,  11-21  through 

11-23-75  . 51692 

State:  Overseas  Schools  Advisory  Council,  12-10-75..  51671 
USDA/FS:  Medicine  Bow  National  Forest  Grazing  Ad¬ 
visory  Board,  12-2-75 . 51678 

Winema  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 

12-9-75  .  51678 

VA:  Station  Committee  on  Educational  Allowances,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  11-13-75  (2  meetings);  Nashville. 

Tenn.,  11-19-75 . 51701 
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Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4406 

Emergency  Medical 
Services  Week,  1975 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

Each  week  more  than  a  thousand  Americans  die  as  a  result  of  accidents, 
heart  attacks  and  other  medical  emergencies  because  emergency  assist¬ 
ance  is  not  avtiilable. 

For  many  years,  physicians  and  health  professionals  have  urged  im¬ 
proved  national  services  and  facilities  for  emergency  medical  care.  Since 
1968,  pursuant  to  the  publication  of  Standard  11,  “Emergency  Medical 
Services”  in  accordance  with  the  Highw'ay  Safety  Act  of  1966,  the 
Department  of  Transportation  has  been  engaged  actively  in  improving 
Emergency  Care  at  the  onset  of  the  emergency  and  in  transit  to  more 
definitive  care.  In  1973,  the  Congress  passed  the  “Emergency  Medical 
Services  Systems  Act  of  1973”  to  create  an  additional  national  thrust 
toward  the  goal  of  improved  total  emergency  care. 

Now  two  Federal  agencies,  the  Department  of  Transportation  and  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  are  working  closely 
with  States  and  communities  to  improve  medical  emergency  services. 
Although  many  cities  enjoy  satisfactory  services,  the  great  majority  of 
our  communities,  especially  in  rural  areas,  still  require  considerable 
improvement. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  designate  the  week  beginning  No¬ 
vember  3  as  Emergency  Medical  Services  Week. 

I  call  upon  the  Governors  and  Mayors  and  all  other  State  and  local 
officials  to  assist  hospital  administrators  and  physicians,  fire  departments, 
public  safety  agencies  and  all  ambulance  services  in  improving  emergency 
medical  services. 

I  call  upon  Federal  agencies,  especially  the  Departments  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  and  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  to  continue,  with  renewed 
vigor,  their  assistance  to  States  and  communities  in  accelerating  efforts 
to  help  those  in  need  of  emergency  medical  assistance. 
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1  call  upon  all  our  people  to  lend  their  support  to  these  efforts.  W^e  are 
a  travelii^  naticm  and  none  of  as  knows  when  we  might  need  help  far 
from  home. 

Let  us  affirm  that  this  national  legislation  is  only  the  beginning  of  our 
effort  to  upgrade  and  perpetuate  this  part  of  our  total  health  care  system 
so  no  individual  in  this  country'  will  lack  help  whene\  er  or  wherever  he 
needs  it. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  fourth 
day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-five 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two 
hundredth. 

[FR  Dor. 7 5-3007 1  Filed  ll-4-75;4:51  pml 
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PROCLAMATION  4407 

National  Farm-City  Week,  1975 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

Our  Nation,  nurtured  on  individual  self-reliance,  began  as  a  rural 
society.  Through  two  centuries,  it  has  developed  into  primarily  an  urban 
society  of  great  cities. 

This  growth  has  firmly  established  an  interdependence  between  fjurm 
and  city,  which  is  greater  today  than  it  was  two  hundred  years  ago. 
Although  farmers  and  ranchers  comprise  less  of  our  population  than  in 
the  past,  their  production  of  food  has  more  than  kept  pace  with  our 
fundamental  needs.  This  capability  to  produce  our  plentiful  food  supply 
is,  in  turn,  dependent  upon  the  efforts  of  those  in  urban  centers  to  provide 
the  goods  and  services  which  our  farmers  and  ranchers  need. 

It  is  appropriate  to  remember  and  renew  our  understanding  of  this 
continuing  partnership  between  farm  and  city.  Only  out  of  this  working 
partnership  will  our  country  achieve  new  abundance  and  prosperity  in 
the  future. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  designate  the  period  November  2 1 
through  November  27,  1975,  as  National  Farm-City  Week. 

I  request  interested  persons  to  join  with  agricultural  organizations, 
business  and  labor  groups,  youth  and  community  groups,  schools  and 
others  to  focus  attention  upon  the  interrelationships  which  exist  among 
the  constructive  labors  of  all  individuals,  whether  on  the  farm  or  in  the 
city. 

I  urge  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  educational  institutions  and 
other  organizations  and  governmental  agencies  and  officials  to  mark  the 
significance  of  National  Farm-City  Week  with  special  study,  public  meet¬ 
ings,  exhibits  and  other  appropriate  activities  in  the  public  interest. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  fourth 
day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-five, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two 
hundredth. 

[FR  Doc.75-30072  Filed  1 1-4-75  ;4 : 52  pm] 
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PROCLAMATION  4408 

Bill  of  Rights  Day 
Human  Rights  Day  and 
Week,  1975 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

As  the  United  States  of  America  looks  forward  to  the  two  hundredth 
anniversary  of  our  Nation’s  independence  next  July,  it  is  appropriate  that 
we  pause  and  reflect  on  the  principles  of  self-government  that  underlie 
our  society  and  continue  to  nourish  it. 

Embodied  in  our  great  national  documents — the  Declaration  of  Inde¬ 
pendence,  the  Constitution  and  the  Bill  of  Rights — are  the  imperishable 
ideas  that  all  men  are  created  equal,  that  they  are  endowed  with  unalien¬ 
able  rights  of  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness,  and  that  it  is  the 
people  of  the  United  States  themselves  who  have  ordained  and  estab¬ 
lished  the  government  which  serves  us  all. 

The  Founding  Fathers  could  not  foresee  in  detail  the  threats  to  liberty 
that  might  arise  as  the  Republic  grew,  but  they  had  the  wisdom  to  know 
that  threats  would  appear  and  that  the  people  must  be  protected  against 
them.  When  the  new  Constitution  was  being  discussed  in  1787,  Thomas 
Jefferson  complained  in  a  letter  to  James  Madison  of  the  absence  of  a 
Bill  of  Rights,  saying :  “Let  me  add  that  a  bill  of  rights  is  what  the  people 
are  entitled  to  against  every  government  on  earth,  general  or  particular; 
and  what  no  just  government  should  refuse,  or  rest  on  inferences.” 

Madison  became  convinced  of  the  need  for  a  Bill  of  Rights  and  wrote 
Jefferson :  “The  political  truths  declared  in  that  solemn  manner  acquire 
by  degrees  the  character  of  fundamental  maxims  of  free  government, 
and  as  they  become  incorporated  with  the  National  sentiment,  counteract 
the  impulses  of  interest  and  passion.”  In  the  First  Congress,  Madison, 
the  principal  proponent  of  those  amendments  to  the  Constitution  known 
as  the  Bill  of  Rights,  defended  them  in  these  words:  “If  they  are  incor¬ 
porated  into  the  constitution,  independent  tribunals  of  justice  will  con¬ 
sider  themselves  in  a  peculiar  manner  the  guardians  of  those  rights;  they 
will  be  an  impenetrable  bulwark  against  every  assumption  of  power  in 
the  legislative  or  executive.  .  .  .” 

This  has  truly  been  our  national  experience.  So  also  in  the  international 
community  have  we  come  to  resjject  and  rely  on  the  Universal  Declara¬ 
tion  of  Human  Rights  as  a  fundamental  statement  of  principles  reaffirm¬ 
ing  faith  in  the  dignity  and  worth  of  the  human  person  and  in  the  equal 
rights  of  men  and  women  as  the  foundation  of  freedom,  justice  and 
peace  in  the  world. 
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On  Decenil)er  15  we  mark  the  one  hundred  eighty-fourth  anniversary 
of  the  adoption  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  on  December  10  we  observe 
the  twenty-seventh  anniversary  of  the  Universal  Declaration.  It  is  fitting 
that  in  1975,  which  is  International  Women’s  Year,  we  should  recognize 
especially  the  contributions  of  women  to  political  and  social  progress  and 
underline  our  commitment  to  remove  promptly  such  barriers  that  still 
remain  in  the  way  of  their  full  participation  in  our  Nation’s  life. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  December  10,  1975,  as 
Human  Rights  Day  and  December  15,  1975,  as  Bill  of  Rights  Day.  I 
call  upon  the  American  people  to  observe  the  week  beginning  Decem¬ 
ber  10,  1975,  as  Human  Righte  Week.  Further,  I  urge  all  Americans 
during  the  coming  bicentennial  year  to  contemplate  the  principles  of 
liberty  and  justice  enunciated  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  the  Universal 
Declaration  of  Human  Rights  and  to  draw  on  them  as  the  best  means 
to  assure  our  Nation’s  continued  progress. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  fifth 
day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-five, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two 
hundredth. 

[FR  Doc.75-30 1 1 5  Filed  1 1-5-75  ;1 1 ;  29  am] 
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The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
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Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Tangerine  Regvilatlon  47,  Amdt.  2] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS  GROWN 
IN  FLORIDA 

Amendment  of  Size  Regulation 

Effective  November  10,  1975,  this 
amendment  increases  from  inches 
(size  210)  to  2%r,  inches  (size  176)  the 
minimum  diameter  requirement  appli¬ 
cable  to  fresh  shipments  of  Florida  tan¬ 
gerines,  except  that  during  any  week  of 
the  period  November  10  through  Novem¬ 
ber  23,  1975,  each  handler  may  ship  a 
quantity  of  tangerines  not  smaller  than 
2^0  inches  in  diameter  equal  to  15  per¬ 
cent  of  the  volume  of  tangerines  he 
shipped  in  the  most  recent  previous  week 
of  the  current  fiscal  period.  This  require¬ 
ment  is  designed  to  prevent  an  excessive 
buildup  of  smaller  size  tangerines  in  fresh 
market  outlets  and  maintain  orderly 
marketing  conditions. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  905), 
regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  ^rida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  ^nro visions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  committees  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  aforesaid  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  Information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  regulation  of  tangerine 
shipments,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  The  amendment  reflects  the  De¬ 
partment’s  appraisal  of  the  need  for  reg¬ 
ulation  of  tangerine  shipments  based  on 
the  available  supply  and  current  and 
prospective  market  conditions.  The 
amendment  is  designed  to  provide  ample 
supplies  of  tangerines  of  the  more  desir¬ 
able  sizes  in  the  interest  of  both  growers 
and  consumers.  The  action  is  designed  to 
prevent  an  excessive  buildup  of  smaller 
size  tangerines  and  maintain  orderly 
marketing  conditions  by  preventing  the 
adverse  effect  on  the  market  caused  by 
shipment  of  excessive  quantifies  of  smal¬ 
ler  size  fruit  when  more  than  ample  sup¬ 
plies  of  the  more  desirable  sizes  are 
available  to  serve  consumers’  needs  and 
the  smaller  fruit  will  increase  to  more 
desirable  sizes  as  the  season  progresses. 
For  the  season  through  October  26, 1975, 


fresh  shipments  of  Florida  tangerines 
totaled  570  carlots,  and  there  were  an 
estimated  3,930  carlots  remaining  for 
fresh  shipment.  This  amendment  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  objective  of  the  act  of 
promoting  orderly  marketing  and  pro¬ 
tecting  the  interest  of  consumers. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  amendment  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufiBcient;  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  imder  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  Shipments  of  tangerines,  grown 
in  the  production  area,  are  presently  sub¬ 
ject  to  regulation  by  grade  and  size,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order;  the  recommendation 
and  supporting  information  for  regula¬ 
tion  during  the  period  specified  herein 
was  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  an  open  meeting  of  the  Grow¬ 
ers  Administrative  Committee  on  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1975;  such  meeting  was  held  to 
consider  recommendations  for  regula¬ 
tion,  after  giving  due  notice  of  such 
meeting,  and  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  their 
views  at  this  meeting'  the  provisions  of 
this  amendment,  including  the  effective 
time  hereof,  are  identical  \^th  the  afore¬ 
said  recommendation  of  the  committee, 
and  information  concerning  such  provi¬ 
sions  and  effective  time  has  been  dis¬ 
seminated  among  handlers  of  such  fruit; 
comnliance  with  this  amendment  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  the  persons  subject  thereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  by  the  effective  time 
hereof. 

Order.  In  §  905.561  (Tangerine  Regula¬ 
tion  47;  40  FR  42318,  49785)  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (a)  (2)  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  905.561  Tangerine  Regulation  47. 

(a)  *  *  * 

•  «  «  «  « 

(2)  Any  tangerines,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller 
than  2%c,  inches  in  diameter,  except 
that  a  tolerance  for  tangerines  smaller 
than  such  minimum  diameter  shall  be 
permitted,  whict\  tolerance  shall  be  ap¬ 


plied  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
for  the  application  of  tolerances  specified 
in  the  United  States  Standards  for  Flor¬ 
ida  Tangerines:  Provided,  That  during 
any  week  of  the  period  November  10, 
1975,  through  November  23,  1975,  any 
handler  may  ship  a  quantity  of  tanger¬ 
ines  which  are  smaller  than  2'!ic,  inches 
in  diameter,  including  the  aforesaid  tol¬ 
erance,  if  (i)  the  number  of  standard 
packed  boxes  of  such  smaller  tangerines 
does  not  exceed  15  percent  of  the  total 
shipments  of  tangerines  by  such  handler 
during  the  last  previous  week,  within 
the  current  fiscal  period,  in  which  he 
shipped  tangerines ;  and  (ii)  such  smaller 
tolerance  for  tangerines  smaller  than 
2*/m  Inches  in  diameter,  except  that  a 
tolerance  for  tangerines  smaller  than 
such  minimum  diameter  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted,  which  tolerance  shall  be  applied 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  for  the 
application  of  tolerances  specified  in  said 
United  States  Standards  for  Florida 
Tangerines. 

***** 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  October  31,  1975,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  November  10, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-29846  Filed  ll-6-75;8;45  ami 

[Valencia  Orange  Regulation  5231 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
California-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  dur¬ 
ing  the  weekly  regulation  period  Novem¬ 
ber  7-13, 1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia  oranges 
so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  total  available  supply  of 
Valencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  currently  available  for  mar¬ 
ket,  the  fresh  market  demand  for  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges,  Valencia  orange  prices,  and 
the  relationship  of  season  average  re¬ 
turns  to  the  parity  price  for  Valencia 
oranges. 

§  908.823  Valencia  Orange  ReguluiitMi 
523. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  <7  CFR  Part 
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908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation, 
designed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the  fresh 
market  demtuid  for  Valencia  oranges  im¬ 
proved  somewhat  from  last  week. 

Prices  f.o.b.  averaged  $3.42  per  carton 
on  a  reported  sales  volume  of  535,000 
cartons  last  week,  compared  with  an 
average  f.o.b.  price  of  $3.21  per  carton 
and  sales  of  428,000  cartons  a  week 
earlier. 

Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  192  cars 
were  dowm  5  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
respective  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  regulation  until  30  days  after 
publication  hereof  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (5  U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  regulation  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
w^hen  this  regulation  must  become  effec¬ 
tive  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufScient,  and  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  is  permitted,  vmder  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  for  preparation  for  such  ef¬ 
fective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective  as 
hereinafter  set  forth.  The  committee  held 
an  open  meeting  during  the  current 
week,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
for  Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for 
regulation:  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the 


recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  such  meeting 
was  held;  the  provisions  of  this  regula¬ 
tion,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and  ef¬ 
fective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Valencia 
oranges:  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  regulation  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting 
was  held  on  November  4,  1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  r>e- 
riod  November  7,  1975,  through  Novem¬ 
ber  13,  1975,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1;  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  375,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Sec.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  November  4,  1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

IFR  Doc.75-30116  FUed  11-5-7611:57  am] 


PART  929— CRANBERRIES  GROWN  IN 
THE  STATES  OF  MASSACHUSETTS. 
RHODE  ISLAND,  CONNECTICUT,  NEW 
JERSEY,  WISCONSIN.  MICHIGAN, 
MINNESOTA,  OREGON,  WASHINGTON. 
AND  LONG  ISLAND  IN  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK 

Assignment  or  Adjustment  of  Base 
Quantities 

This  document  amends  the  Bubpart — 
Rules  and  Regulations  (7  CFR  929.101 
et  aeq.)  currently  in  effect  pursuant  to 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  929  (7  CFR  Part  929),  as 
amended,  hereinafter  referred  to  collec¬ 
tively  as  the  “order,”  Said  amendment 
adds  a  section,  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
which  enumerates  the  factors  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Cranberry  Marketing 
Committee  as  a  basis  for  assigning  base 
quantities  to  individual  growers  or  ad¬ 
justing  such  base  quantities  pursuant  to 
the  order  provisions  of  §  929.48(a)  (1). 
Those  order  provisions  specify,  in  part, 
that  each  grower’s  base  quantity  shall  be 
the  average  of  the  two  years  of  his  great¬ 
est  sales  of  cranberries  during  the  six- 
year  base-building  period  (the  “repre¬ 


sentative  period”)  of  1968-69  through 
1973-74  from  acreage  established  on  or 
before  August  16, 1968.  Individual  grower 
allotments,  if  and  when  issued,  would  be 
computed  as  a  specified  uniform  per¬ 
centage  of  each  grower’s  base  quantity. 

Said  order  provisions  further  specify 
that  persons  who,  prior  to  June  21,  1968, 
had  made  firm  and  substantial  commit¬ 
ments  for  the  production  of  cranberries 
but  who  would  have  no  base  quantities 
as  determined  on  representative  period 
sales  or  whose  base  quantities  would  not 
be  representative  of  such  commitments, 
may  file  an  application  with  the  Cran¬ 
berry  Marketing  Committee  for  adjust¬ 
ment  of  or  a  new  base  quantity.  The 
committee  shall,  by  rules  and  regulations 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  consider  each  application  and,  if 
appropriate,  provide  for  the  assignment 
or  adjustment  of  base  quantities  to  such 
producers  consistent  with  such  commit¬ 
ments  as  will  be  equitable  to  all  growers. 
Several  such  applications  have  been  filed. 
Hence,  the  amendment  which  specifies 
the  factors  for  consideration  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Those  factors  are  (1)  the  crop 
and  sales  records  on  acreage  from  which 
the  base  quantity  derives  and  on  any 
other  acreage  under  control  of  the 
grower,  (2)  the  grower’s  production  trend 
and  the  production  trend  of  the  adjacent 
growing  area  during  the  representative 
period  1968-69  through  1973-74,  and  (3) 
any  other  factors  as  are  applicable  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  marketing 
order. 

The  order  regulates  the  handling  of 
cranberries  grown  in  the  States  of  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
New  Jersey,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Long 
Island  in  the  State  of  New  York.  This  is 
a  regulatory  program  effective  imder  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 
The  amendment  was  unanimously  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Cranberry  Marketing  Com¬ 
mittee  which  was  established  pursuant  to 
the  order  to  administer  the  terms  and 
provisions  thereof. 

Notice  was  published  in  the  October 
2,  1975,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register 
(40  FR  45443)  that  the  Department  was 
giving  consideration  to  the  aforesaid 
proposal  to  amend  the  Subpart — Rules 
and  Regulations.  The  notice  invited  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  on  the  proposal  not 
later  than  October  20,  1975.  No  such 
material  was  submitted. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  presented,  including  the  proposal 
set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice,  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  information  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  Cranberry  Marketing  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  other  available  information, 
it  is  hereby  found  that  amendment  of 
said  rules  and  regulations,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  is  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  order  and  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act.  Therefore,  said  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  are  hereby  amended  by  adding  a 
new  section  reading  as  follows: 
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§  929.148  Assignment  or  adjustment  of 
base  quantities. 

(a)  The  committee  shall,  as  a  basis 
for  assigning  or  adjusting  any  base 
quantity,  consider  the  following  factors; 

(1)  Crop  and  sales  records  on  acreage 
from  which  the  base  quantity  derives; 

(2)  Previous  crop  records  on  all  other 
acreage,  if  any,  under  control  of  the 
grower; 

(3)  The  grower’s  production  trend 
from  the  beginning  of  the  representative 
period  1968-69  through  1973-74  until 
the  time  of  the  committee’s  decision  on 
any  request  for  assignment  or  adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  base  quantity; 

(4)  The  production  trend,  during  the 
representative  period  1968-69  through  • 
1973-74,  of  the  growing  area  adjacent 
to  the  acreage  related  to  the  base  quan¬ 
tity  under  consideration;  and 

(5)  Such  other  factors  as  are  appli¬ 
cable  pursuant  to  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  November  3,  1975,  to  become 
effective  December  10,  1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[PR  Doc.75-29847  Plied  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 


CHAPTER  XVIIi— FARMERS  HOME  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS  AND  GRANTS 
PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

[PmHA  Instruction  444.1] 

PART  1822— RURAL  HOUSING  LOANS 
AND  GRANTS 

Subpart  A — Section  502  Rural  Housing 
Loan  Policies,  Procedures  and  Authori¬ 
zations 

Maximum  Adjusted  Income  for  Low- 

AND  MC»)ERATE-INC0ME  FAMILIES 

The  Farmers  Home  Administration  is 
amending  Exhibits  C  and  D  of  Subpart 
A  of  Part  1822  of  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (39  FR  45005  40  FR  28463) 
to  further  improve  the  operation  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  section  502  rural 
housing  loan  program.  This  amendment 
revises  the  adjusted  income  limits  for 
low-  and  moderate-income  families  ap¬ 
plying  for  FmHA  Rural  Housing  loan 
assistance. 

It  is  the  policy  of  this  Department  that 
rules  relating  to  public  property,  loans, 
grants,  benefits  or  contracts  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  for  comment  notwithstanding  the 
exemption  in  5  U.S.C.  553  with  respect 
to  such  rules.  These  regulations,  how¬ 
ever,  are  not  published  for  proposed  rule- 
making  because  the  changes  increase  the 
income  limits  for  eligibility  for  a  Rural 
Housing  loan  in  some  states  and  enable 
the  Agency  to  expedite  needed  benefits 
to  the  public,  and  to  delay  issuance  of 
such  regulations  by  publishing  for  public 


comment  would  be  contrary  to  the  public 
interest. 

Interested  persons  may  sulxnit  written 
comments,  suggestions,  data  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Direc¬ 
tives  Manag^ent  Branch,  Farmers 
Home  Adminstration,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Room  6316, 
South  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
thirty  days  after  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Material  thus  submitted 
will  be  evaluated  and  acted  upon  in  the 
same  manner  as  if  this  document  was  a 
proposal.  However,  this  revised  part  shall 
remain  effective  until  it  is  amended.  All 
written  submissions  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Chief,  Directives  Management  Branch, 
during  regular  business  hours  (8 ;  15  a.m.- 
4;45  p.m,) . 

As  revised.  Exhibits  C  and  D  of  Sub¬ 
part  A  of  Part  1822,  read  as  follows; 

Exhibit  C 

MAXIMUM  ADJUSTED  INCOME  FOR  LOW-INCOME 
FAMILIES 

Maximum 


State :  adjusted  income 

Alabama _ $8, 500 

Arizona  _  8, 500 

Arkansas _  8,  500 

California _  8, 500 

Colorado _  8, 500 

Connecticut _  8, 500 

Delaware _  8,  500 

Florida _  8, 500 

Georgia  _  8, 500 

Idaho _  8, 500 

Illinois _  8,  500 

Indiana _  8, 500 

Iowa _  8, 500 

Kansas _  8, 500 

Kentucky _  8, 500 

Louisiana  _  8, 500 

Maine _  8,  500 

Maryland _ , _  8,  500 

Massachusetts _  8,  500 

Michigan _  8,  500 

Minnesota _  8, 500 

Mississippi  _  8, 500 

Missouri  _  8, 500 

Montana _  8. 500 

Nebraska _  8,  500 

Hawaii  - . 10,700 

Guam  -  10, 700 

District  of  Marianas _ 10, 700 

Nevada _  8,  600 

New  Hampshire _  8, 500 

New  Jersey _  8,  500 

New  Mexico _  8,  600 

New  York _  8,  600 

North  (Carolina _  8, 600 

North  Dakota _  8, 500 

Ohio _  8,  500 

Oklahoma _  8, 500 

Oregon _  8,  500 

Pennsylvania _  8, 500 

Puerto  Rico _  8,  500 

Rhode  Island _  8,  500 

South  Carolina _  8,  500 

South  Dakota _  8,  500 

Tennessee _  8, 5(K) 

Texas _  8, 500 

Utah _  8, 500 

Vermont  _  8,  SIX) 

Virginia _  8, 500 

Virgin  Islands _  8,500 

Washington _  8, 500 

West  Virginia _  8, 500 

Wisconsin _  8,500 

Wyoming _  8, 500 

Alaska  _ : _ 13,  600 


Exhibit  D 

MAXIMUM  AOJUgTED  INCOICK  FOR  MODERATE- 
ZNCOMX  FAMILIES 


Maximum 

State:  adjusted  income 

Alabama _ 612,900 

Arizona _  12,900 

Arkansas  _  12, 900 

California _ _  12,  900 

Hawaii  .  16, 200 

Nevada  _ 12,900 

Colorado  _  12, 900 

Florida  _  12, 900 

Georgia _  12,900 

Idaho _  12,900 

IllinoiB  _  12, 900 

Indiana _  12,900 

Iowa  _  12, 900 

Kansas  _  12, 900 

Kentucky  _  12, 900 

Louisiana _  12, 900 

Maine  _ _  12,  900 

Michigan  _  12, 900 

Minnesota  _  12, 900 

Mississippi  _  12, 900 

Missouri  _  12,900 

Montana  _  12, 900 

Nebraska  _  12, 900 

Delaware  _  12, 900 

New  Jersey _  12,900 

Maryland  _  12, 900 

Guam  _  16, 200 

New  Mexico _  12, 900 

New  York _  12,  900 

Nmrth  Carolina _  12, 900 

North  Dakota _  12, 900 

Ohio  . . . . .  12,900 

Oklahoma  _  12, 900 

Oregon  _  12,900 

Alaska  _  20, 500 

Pennsylvania  _  12, 900 

South  Carolina _  12, 900 

South  Dakota _  12, 900 

Tennessee  _  12, 900 

Texas  _  12, 900 

Utah  _ _ _  12, 900 

Vermont  _  12, 900 

Connecticut  _  12, 900 

Massachusetts  _  12, 900 

New  Hampshire _  12, 900 

Rhode  Island _  12,900 

Virginia  _  12, 900 

Washington _  12, 900 

West  Virginia _  12, 900 

Wisconsin  _  12, 900 

Wyoming  _  12, 900 

Puerto  Rico _  12,900 

Virgin  Islands _  12,900 

Districts  of  Marianas _  16,  200 

Effective  Date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  on  November  6,  1975, 

(42  U.S.C.  1480;  delegation  of  authority  by 
the  Sec.  of  Agri.,  7  CFR  2.23;  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rural  Devel¬ 
opment,  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Dated;  November  3, 1975. 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  inflationary  effects  of  this  proposal 
have  been  carefully  evaluated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Executive  larder  No.  11821. 

Frank  W.  Naylob,  Jr., 
Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-29896  Filed.  ll-6-76;8:45  am] 
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Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-NW-271 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Redesignation  of  Federal  Airway  Segments; 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-26439  appearing  at  page 
45804  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1975,  paragraph  (5)  is  corrected 
in  the  last  two  lines  of  that  paragraph 
by  adding  the  words  “Dubois,  Idaho;” 
immediately  after  “Salmon,  Idaho;”  and 
before  “to  Jackson,  Wyo.” 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[PR  Doc.75-29792  FUed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-59] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways,  Reporting 
Points  and  Jet  Routes;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-25730  appearing  at  page 
44310  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1975,  paragraph  (d)  of 
§  71.123  appearing  on  page  44310  is  cor¬ 
rected  in  the  fourth  line  of  that  para- 
grraph  by  deleting  the  figure  “014°”  and 
substituting  “013°”  therefor. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975. 

William  E.  Bro.adwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

(FR  Doc.75-29793  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  15129;  Arndt.  No.  993] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator 
to  promote  safety  at  the  airports  con¬ 
cerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  8260- 
3,  8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part  of 
'  the  public  rule  making  dockets  of  the 
FAA  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-696  (35 
FR  5609). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination  at 
the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 


nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Copies 
of  SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region 
are  also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  Information  Center,  AIS- 
230,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591  or  from  the  ap¬ 
plicable  FAA  regional  office  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  fee  schedule  prescribed  in 
49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  payable  in  ad¬ 
vance  and  may  be  paid  by  check,  draft, 
or  postal  money  order  payable  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  A  weekly 
transmittal  of  all  SIAP  changes  and 
additions  may  be  obtained  by  subscrip¬ 
tion  at  an  annual  rate  of  $150.00  per 
annum  from  the  Superintendent  of, 
Documents.  U.S.  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402.  Addi¬ 
tional  copies  mailed  to  the  same  address 
may  be  ordered  for  $30.00  each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

I  find  that  further  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  it  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the 
dates  specified: 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
December  18, 1975. 

Ardmore,  OK — Downtown  Ardmore  Arpt., 
VOR-A,  Arndt.  6. 

Cleveland,  MS — Cleveland  Municipal  Arpt., 
VOR-A,  Arndt.  3. 

Clovis,  N.M. — Clovis  Municipal  Arpt.,  VOR/ 
DME  Rwy  21,  Am#t.  4. 

Hone,  AR — Hope  Municipal  Arpt.,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  4,  Arndt.  2. 

Missoula,  MT — Johnson-Bell  Field,  VOR/ 
DME-B,  Arndt.  2. 

Montgomery,  AL — Dannelly  Field,  VOR  Rwy 
33,  Arndt.  17. 

Sacramento,  CA  —  Sacramento  Executive 
Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  2,  Arndt.  5. 

Sacramento,  CA  —  Sacramento  Executive 
Arpt.,  VOR/DME  Rwy  20,  Arndt.  4. 

San  Antonio.  TX — San  Antonio  Int’l  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  17,  Arndt.  22. 

San  Juan,  P.R. — Puerto  Rico  Int’l  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  25,  Arndt.  14. 

.  .  .  effective  November  13,  1975. 

Gaylord,  Ml — Otsego  County  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
9,  Orlg. 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective 
December  18, 1975. 

Sacramento,  CA — Sacramento  Executive 
Arpt.,  LOC(BC)  Rwy  20,  Arndt.  5. 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  ^e  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  De¬ 
cember  18, 1975. 

Cleveland,  MS — Cleveland  Municipal  Arpt., 
NDB  17,  Arndt.  1. 

Dallas.  TX — Dallas  Love  Field,  NDB  Rwy  13L, 
Arndt.  8,  Canceled. 

Jackson,  TN — McKellar  Field,  NDB  Rwy  2, 
Arndt.  2. 

Kingsville,  TX — Kleberg  County  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  13.  Arndt.  1. 


Sacramento,  CA — Sacramento  Executive 

Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  2,  Arndt.  5. 

San  Antonio,  TX — San  Antonio  Inti  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  30L,  Arndt.  6. 

San  Antonio,  TX — San  Antonio  Inti  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  3R,  Arndt.  30. 

San  Antonio,  TX — San  Antonio  Inti  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  12R,  Arndt.  15. 

.  .  .  effective  December  11,  1975. 

Cheraw,  S.C. — Cheraw  Municipal  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  25,  Orlg. 

.  .  .  effective  November  13,  1975. 

Cellna,  OH — Lake&eld  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  8, 
Orlg. 

.  .  .  effective  October  22,  1975. 

International  Falls,  MN — Falls  Int’l  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  31,  Arndt.  3. 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ILS  SIAPs,  effective  December  1 8, 
1975. 

Crossville,  TN — Crossville  Memorial  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  25,  Arndt.  2. 

Dallas,  TX — Dallas  Love  Field,  ILS  Rwy  13L, 
Arndt.  23. 

Jackson,  TN— McKellar  Field,  ILS  Rwy  2, 
Arndt.  2. 

Kansas  City,  MO — Kansas  City  Int’l  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  9,  Arndt.  6. 

Sacramento,  CA  —  Sacramento  Executive 
Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  2,  Arndt.  18. 

San  Antonio,  TX — San  Antonio  Int’l  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  30L,  Arndt.  1. 

San  Antonio,  TX — San  Antonio  Int’l  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  3R,  Arndt.  7. 

San  Antonio,  TX — San  Antonio  Int’l  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  12R,  Arndt.  4. 

Traverse  City,  MI — Cherry  Capital  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  28,  Arndt.  2. 

.  .  .  effective  October  23,  1975. 

Colorado  Springs,  CO — Peterson  Field,  IT  S 
Rwy  35,  Arndt.  28. 

.  .  .  effective  October  22, 1975. 

International  Falls,  MN — Falls  Int’l  .Arp*-  , 
ILS  Rwy  31,  Arndt.  3. 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Radar  SIAPs,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  18, 1975. 

San  Antonio,  TX — San  Antonio  Int’l  Arpt., 
RADAR-1,  Arndt.  19. 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  18,1975. 

Fort  Dodge,  lA — Fort  Dodge  Municipal  Arpt., 
RNAV  Rwy  6,  Orig. 

Somerville,  N.J. — Somerset  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy 
12,  Orlg. 

These  amendments  are  made  effective 
under  the  authority  of  Secs.  307,  313,  601, 
1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958;  49 
U.S.C.  1438,  1354,  1421,  1510,  and  Sec. 
6(c)  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
49  U.S.C.  1655(c). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief, 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 
Note. — ^Incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  §1  97.10  and  97.20  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 
1969  (35  FR  5610). 

(FR  Doc.76-29795  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  15043;  Amdt.  No.  990] 

PART  97 — STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  incorporates 
by  reference  therein  changes  and  addi¬ 
tions  to  the  Standard  Instrument  Ap¬ 
proach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator  to 
promote  safety  at  the  airports  con¬ 
cerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  PAA  Forms  8260-3, 
8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part  of 
the  public  rule  making  dockets  of  the 
FAA  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-696  (35 
FR  5609). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  8W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 
Copies  of  SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular 
re^on  are  also  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  headquarters  of  that  region. 
Individual  copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  FAA  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center.  AIS-230,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591  or 
from  the  applicable  FAA  regional  ofBce 
in  accordance  with  the  fee  schedule 
prescribed  in  49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  Is 
payable  in  advance  and  may  be  paid  by 
check,  draft,  or  postal  money  order  pay¬ 
able  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of  all 
SLAP  changes  and  additions  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  subscription  at  an  annual  rate 
ol  $150.00  per  anmun  from  the  Super- 
intoident  of  Dociunents,  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402.  Additional  copies  mailed  to  the 
same  address  may  be  ordered  for  $30.00 
each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

I  find  that  further  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  it  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows,  effective  on 
the  dates  specified:  .. 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VORr-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effec¬ 
tive  December  4,  1975. 

Alexandria,  LA — Ksler  Regional  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  14,  Amdt.  8. 

Alexandria,  LA — Esler  Regional  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  32,  Amdt.  9. 

Hallock,  MN — Hallock  Mnnlc4>al  Arpt., 
VORTAC  Rwy  SI,  Orlg. 

Lincoln,  CA — ^Lincoln  Municipal  Arpt., 
VOR-A,  Amdt.  1. 

Los  Angeles,  CA — ^Los  Angeles  IntT  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  25L,  Amdt.  7. 

Los  Angeles,  CA — ^Los  Angeles  Inti  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  26R,  Amdt.  7. 

Miami,  PL— Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  12, 
Amdt.  20. 

Miami,  FL — ^Miaml  Inti  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  30, 
Amdt.  3. 


Wichita  Falls,  TX— Sheppard  AFB/Wlchlta 
Falls  Air  Terminal,  VOR-A,  Amdt.  9. 

....  effective  Noveniber  27, 1975. 

Dynsburg,  TN — Dyersburg  Municipal  Arpt., 
VOR-A,  Amdt.  12. 

Henderson,  KY — Henderson  Clty-Ck>unty 
Arpt.,  VOR-A,  Amdt.  6. 

.  .  .  effective  October  30,  1975. 

Grand  Island,  NE — Grand  Island  Airpark, 
VOR  Rwy  31,  Orlg. 

Grand  Island,  NE — Grand  Island  Airpark, 
VORTAC  Rwy  31,  Orlg. 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  hy  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the 
following  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effec¬ 
tive  December  4,  1975. 

Alexandria,  LA — Esler  Regional  Arpt.,  LOC 
(BC) ,  Rwy  8.  Amdt.  3. 

Bremerton,  WA — Kitsap  County  Arpt.,  SDF 
Rwy  1,  Amdt.  1,  Canceled. 

Bremerton,  WA — Kitsap  County  Arpt.,  LOC 
(BC)  Rwy  1,  Orlg. 

Miami,  PL— Miami  Int7  Arpt.,  LOC(BC) 
Rwy  OL,  Amdt.  3,  Canceled. 

Miami,  FL— Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  LOC(BC) 
Rwy  9R,  Amdt.  9,  Canceled. 

Tyler,  TX— Pounds  Field,  LOC(BC)  Rwy  31, 
Amdt.  11. 

Wichita  Palls,  TX— Sheppard  APB/Wlchlta 
Palls  Air  Terminal,  LOC(BC)  Rwy  16R, 
Amdt.  7. 

....  effective  October  23,1975. 

Jackson,  MS — AUen  C.  Thompson  Arpt.,  LOC 
Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  1.  Canceled. 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  orig- 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the 
following  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective 
December  4,  1975. 

Alexandria,  LA — ^Ealer  Regional  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  26,  Amdt.  2. 

Bremerton,  WA — Kitsap  County  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  1,  Amdt.  8. 

Clinton,  MO — (Hinton  Memorial  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  4,  Orlg. 

Miami,  FL — Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy 
9L,  Amdt.  18. 

Miami,  FL — Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy 
27L.  Amdt.  12. 

RusaeUvlUe.  AR — Russellville  Mxmldpal 
Arpt.,  NDB-A,  Orlg. 

Sedalla,  MO — Sedalla  Memorial  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  36,  Orlg. 

Tyler,  TX — Pounds  Field,  NDB  Rwy  13, 
Amdt.  9. 

Wichita  Palls,  TX — Sheppard  AFB/Wlchita 
Falls  Air  Terminal,  NDB  Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  6. 

.  .  .  effective  October  23,  1975. 

Chase  (^ty,  VA — Chase  City  Municipal  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  36,  Orlg. 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  nJ3  SIAPs,  effective  December  4, 
1975. 

Alexandria,  LA — ^Esler  Regional  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  26,  Amdt.  5. 

Bremerton,  WA— Kitsap  Coimty  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  19,  Amdt.  3. 

Los  Angeles,  CA — Los  Angeles  Inti  Arpt.,  tta 
Rwy  24L/R.  Amdt.  9. 

Miami,  FL — Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  9L, 
Amdt.  21. 

Miami,  PL — ^Mlaml  Inti  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  9R, 
Orlg. 

Miami,  III— Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  TTJt  Rwy  27L, 
Amdt.  16. 

Miami,  Fli — Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  27R, 
Amdt.  6. 


Tyler,  TX — Pounds  Field,  ILS  Rwy  13,  Amdt. 

11. 

Wichita  Falls,  TX — Sheppard  APB/Wlchita 
Falls  Air  Terminal,  ILS  Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  8. 

.  .  .  effective  October  23,  1975. 

Sterling  Rockfalls,  IL — Whiteside  County- 
Joseph  H.  Blttorf  Field,  ILS  Rwy  25,  Amdt. 

1. 

.  .  .  effective  November  27,  1975. 

Bloomington,  IN — Monroe  County  Arpt., 
ILS/DME  Rwy  35,  Orlg. 

Jackson,  MS — Allen  C.  Thompson  Field,  ILS 
Rwy  33L,  Orlg. 

Titusville,  PL — ^ntusvllle-Cocoa  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  36,  Orlg. 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  cancelling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RADAR  SIAPs,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  4, 1975, 

Alexandria,  LA — Esler  Regional  Arpt., 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  2. 

Miami,  FL— Miami  Inti  Arpt.,  RADAR^l, 
Amdt.  15. 

.  .  .  effective  October  23, 1975. 

Albany,  NY — ^Albany  County  Arpt.,  RADAR- 
1,  Amdt.  7. 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  cancelling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  4, 1975. 

Bremerton.  WA — Kitsap  County  Arpt.,  RNAV 
Rwy  1.  Amdt.  2. 

Miami,  FL— Miami  IntT  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy 
9L,  Amdt.  6. 

Miami,  FL— Miami  IntT  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy 
27R,  Amdt.  3. 

Correction. — ^In  Docket  Nr  16021,  Amend¬ 
ment  Nr.  988  to  Part  97  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Bcgulatkms,  dated  October  2, 1975  under 
Section  97.23  effective  November  13,  1976 — 
destroy  Lancaster,  SC — Lancaster  Coxmty 
Arpt.,  VOR/DME-A,  Amdt.  3 
Correction. — In  Docket  Nr.  15021,  Amend¬ 
ment  Nr.  988  to  Part  97  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations,  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  dated  October  2, 1976,  on  page  45421, 
under  Section  97.27,  effective  October  15, 
1975;  and  under  Section  97.23,  effective  No- 
Arpt.,  NDB-A,  Amdt.  1,  Canceled.  This  action 
Is  withdrawn.  NDB-A,  Amdt.  1  remains  In 
effect. 

Oorreeflon. — ^In  Docket  Nr.  14980,  Amend¬ 
ment  Nr.  987  to  Part  97  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  dated  September  25,  1975,  on  page 
44127,  under  Section  97.27,  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1975 — change  effective  date  of  New 
Orleans,  LA — New  Orleans  IntT  (Molsant 
Field)  NDB  Rwy  10,  Amdt.  19  to  October  23, 
1975;  and  under  Section  97.33,  effective  No¬ 
vember  6,  1976— change  effective  date  of  Bl- 
lensburg,  WA — Bowers  Field  YOR-A,  Amdt. 
1  to  December  4, 1976. 

These  amendments  are  made  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  authority  of  Secs.  307,  313, 
601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.8.C.  1438,  1354,  1421,  1510,  and  Sec. 
6<c)  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
49  U.S.C.  1655(c) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  9, 1975. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief, 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  In  IS  97.10  and  97.20  approved  by  the 
Dbreetor  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 
1969,  (35  FR  6610). 

[PR  Doc.75-29796  Piled  11-6-76:8:46  am) 
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Title  20 — Employees’  Benefits 

CHAPTER  III— SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

[Regs.  No.  16] 

PART  416— SUPPLEMENTAL  SECURITY 
INCOME  FOR  THE  AGED,  BLIND,  AND 
DISABLED  (1974 . ) 

Medically  Determined  Drug  Addicts  and 
Alcoholics 

On  February  4,  1974,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
4483)  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
with  proposed  regulations  in  Subpart  I 
of  Regulations  No.  16  relating  to  medi¬ 
cally  determined  drug  addicts  and  alco¬ 
holics  under  title  XVI  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act,  as  amended  by  section  301 
of  the  Social  Security  Amendments  of 
1972  (Pub.  L.  92-603),  approved  October 
30,  1972.  The  proposed  regulations  pro¬ 
vided  that  a  disabled  individual  who  is 
medically  determined  to  be  a  drug  ad¬ 
dict  or  alcoholic  must  undergo  appropri¬ 
ate,  available  treatment  at  an  institu¬ 
tion  or  facility  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  in  order  to  be  an  eligible  individual 
or  eligible  spouse  under  the  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Security  Income  for  the  Aged,  Blind, 
and  Disabled  program. 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
In  which  to  submit  data,  views,  and  argu¬ 
ments.  Four  letters  of  comment  were 
received  in  response  to  the  proposals. 
There  follows  a  discussion  of  the  com¬ 
ments  and  the  disposition  thereof. 

One  agency  commented  that  §  416.981 
failed  to  define  the  term  “contributing 
factor.”  The  agency  expressed  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  section  in  the  absence  of  an 
amendment  to  the  Appendix  which 
would  provide  standards  to  medically 
determine  drug  addiction  and  alcohol¬ 
ism  both  as  a  primary  disability  and  as  a 
contributing  factor  to  disability.  Section 
416.906(d)  of  the  regulations  states  that: 
“The  presence  of  a  condition  diagnosed 
or  defined  as  addiction  to  alcohol  or 
drugs  will  not  by  itself  be  the  basis  for  a 
finding  that  an  individual  is  or  is  not 
under  a  disability.  As  with  any  other 
condition,  the  determination  as  to  dis¬ 
ability  in  such  instances  shall  be  based 
on  symptoms,  signs  and  laboratory  find¬ 
ings.”  Accordingly,  while  drug  addicts 
and  alcoholics  may  be  determined  to  be 
disabled  under  any  of  the  medical  crite¬ 
ria  in  the  Appendix  to  the  regulations 
(Listing  of  Impairments) ,  specific  crite¬ 
ria  for  the  evaluation  of  claims  involv- 


should  be  considered  competent  to  assess 
disability  or  undertake  restorative  serv¬ 
ices  as  is  provided  in  the  Rehabilitation 
Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-112) .  The  words 
“medically  determined”  which  appear  in 
the  regulations  are  taken  from  the  lan¬ 
guage  in  section  1611(e)(3)  of  the  Act, 
which  provides  that  no  person  who  may 
qualify  by  reason  of  disability  shall  be 
eligible  for  any  month  in  which  he  is 
medically  determined  to  be  a  drug  addict 
or  an  alcoholic  unless  he  is  undergoing 
appropriate  treatment  that  is  available. 

In  making  a  determination  that  an  indi¬ 
vidual  is  a  drug  addict  or  an  alcoholic, 
all  evidence.  Including  that  from  psy¬ 
chologists,  will  be  considered.  Once  the 
disabled  individual  is  medically  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  a  drug  addict  or  alcoholic, 
he  is  subject  to  the  treatment  require¬ 
ment.  Section  416.983  defines  appropriate 
treatment  as  “*  *  *  a  recognized  medical 
or  other  professional  procedure  for  the 
individual’s  condition  as  a  drug  addict  or 
alcoholic  and  carried  out  at,  or  under 
the  supervision  of,  an  approved  treatment 
facility.”  Appropriate  treatment  may, 
thus,  include  treatment  by  a  psychologist 
provided  the  treatment  is  carried  out  at, 
or  under  the  supervision  of,  an  approved 
treatment  facility.  Accordingly,  the  regu¬ 
lations  are  not  in  conflict  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  103(a)  of  Pub.  L.  93-112  which 
pertain  to  diagnostic  and  related  services 
in  connection  with  rehabilitation 
potential. 

One  writer  questioned  whether  these 
regulations  would  provide  aid  to  medical 
institutions  which  treat  drug  addicts  and 
alcoholics  and  recommended  that  hos¬ 
pital  expenses  be  provided  for  a  retroac¬ 
tive  period  of  un  to  four  months  for  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  in  the  treatment  of  drug 
addicts  or  alcoholics.  To  include  this 
within  the  purview  of  the  subject  amend¬ 
ments  would  require  further  legislative 
enactment,  since  title  XVI,  as  amended 
by  Public  Law  92-603,  does  not  specifically 
provide  funds  for  the  treatment  of  drug 
addiction  and  alcoholism.  However,  sec¬ 
tion  1615  of  the  Act  does  require  referral 
of  individuals  eligible  by  reason  of  dis¬ 
ability  to  the  State  agency  administering 
the  State  plan  for  vocational  rehabilita¬ 
tion  services  for  a  review  of  his  need  for 
and  utilization  of  the  rehabilitation  serv¬ 
ices  available  to  him.  Where  that  State 
agency  determines  that  an  Individual  is 
eligible  for  vocational  rehabilitation  serv¬ 
ices,  payment  for  treatment  may  be  made 
by  the  agency.  Where,  for  appropriate 
reasons,  that  agency  determines  that  an 


are  available  to  all  individuals  who  apply 
for  benefits  imder  title  XVI,  are  protected 
by  the  provisions  of  Subparts  M  and  N 
of  Regulations  No.  16.  Tliese  guidelines 
assure  that  the  individual  who  is  medi¬ 
cally  determined  to  be  a  drug  addict  or 
alcoholic  is  afforded  the  same  rights  for 
appealing  an  unfavorable  decision  on  his 
application  for  benefits  as  are  granted 
other  individuals  who  contest  a  disability 
determination. 

That  writer  further  questioned  wheth¬ 
er  the  application  of  an  eligible  spouse 
of  a  medically  determined  drug  addict 
or  alcoholic  could  be  denied  or  benefits 
terminated  if.  the  addict  or  alcoholic  re¬ 
fused  treatment.  Section  1614(b)  of  the 
Act  provides  that  an  eligible  spouse  is  an 
aged,  blind,  or  disabled  individual  who  is 
the  husband  or  wife  of  another  aged, 
blind,  or  disabled  individual.  Only  one 
may  qualify  as  an  eligible  individual. 
Accordingly,  where  the  eligible  individ¬ 
ual’s  benefite  are  terminated  or  he  loses 
his  eligibility,  the  eligible  spouse  may 
become  an  eligible  individual,  provided 
the  eligible  spouse  continues  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  eligibility.  Therefore, 
the  application  of  an  eligible  spouse  will 
not  be  denied  nor  will  benefits  be  ter¬ 
minated  by  reason  of  the  refusal  of  treat¬ 
ment  by  the  eligible  individual  who  is  a 
drug  addict  or  alcoholic. 

In  addition,  §  416.984(b)  (2)  has  been 
expanded  to  include  licensed  facilities 
among  those  that  will  be  deemed  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  and  to  further 
define  the  utilization  of  appropriate 
treatment  facilities  other  than  those 
utilized  by  the  State  Vocational  Rehabili¬ 
tation  agency. 

Accordingly,  the  regulations  are  adopt¬ 
ed  as  proposed  except  for  changes  in 
the  first  sentence  of  §  416.981  and  in 
paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  §  416.984,  and  are 
set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  1102,  1611,  1614,  and  1631  of  the  So¬ 
cial  Security  Act,  as  amended;  49  Stat.  647, 
as  amended,  86  Stat.  1466,  86  Stat.  1471, 
86  Stat.  1475;  42  U.S.C.  1302,  1382,  1382c, 
and  1383.) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  shall 
be  effective  November  6,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.807,  Supplemental  Security 
Income  Program.) 

Dated:  November  22,  1974, 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 
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416.983  Appropriate  treatment. 

416.984  Institutions  or  facilities  approved  by 

the  Secretary. 

416.985  Availability  of  treatment. 

Subpart  I — Determination  of  Disability  or 
Btindness 

§  416.981  Medically  determined  drug 

addicts  and  alcoholics. 

For  purposes  of  Mils  Part  416  an  indi¬ 
vidual  will  be  medically  determined  to  be 
a  drug  addict  or  alcoholic  only  if  he  is 
under  a  disability  (as  defined  in  §  416.901 
(b) )  and  drug  addiction  or  alcoholism  is 
a  contributing  factor  to  such  disability, 
i.e.,  is  material  to  the  finding  of  disabil¬ 
ity.  An  individual  who  is  under  a  disabil¬ 
ity  as  defined  in  S  416.901(b)  independent 
of  his  drug  addiction  or  alcoholism  will 
not  be  medically  determined  to  be  a  drug 
addict  or  alcoholic  for  the  purposes  of 
Subpart  Q  of  this  part.  This  provision 
does  not  apply  to  any  individual  whose 
eligibility  for  benefits  under  this  Part  416 
is  based  on  age  or  blindness. 

§  416.982  Treatment  required  for  med¬ 
ically  determined  drug  addicts  and 

alcoholics. 

No  disabled  person  shall  be  an  eligible 
individual  or  eligible  spouse  for  any 
month  if  such  individual  is  medically  de¬ 
termined  to  be  a  drug  addict  or  alco¬ 
holic,  in  accordance  with  S  416.981,  unless 
he  is  undergoing  treatment  that  is  ap¬ 
propriate  for  his  condition  as  a  drug  ad¬ 
dict  or  alcoholic  at  an  {approved  institu¬ 
tion  or  facility  (see  S  416.984) ,  so  long  as 
such  treatment  is  available,  and  demon¬ 
strates  that  he  is  complying  with  the 
terms,  conditions,  and  requirements  of 
such  treatment. 

§  416.983  Appropriate  treatment. 

For  purposes  of  this  Part  416,  appro¬ 
priate  treatment  is  a  recognized  medical 
or  other  professional  procedure  for  the 
individual’s  condition  as  a  drug  addict  or 
alcoholic  and  carried  out  at,  or  under  the 
supervision  of,  an  approved  treatment 
facility  (see  i  416.984) .  This  treatment 
may  include  medical  examination  and 
treatment,  psychiatric,  psychological  and 
vocational  counselling,  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  s^vlces.  It  may  be  furnished 
through  one  or  more  faculties  as  part  of 
an  individualized  treatment  plan  in¬ 
tended  to  insure  that  the  individual  is  re¬ 
ceiving  treatment  sqjpropriate  to  his 
specific  needs. 

§  416.984  huthutioiM  or  facilities  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary. 

(a)  Approved  institviions  or  facilities. 
An  institution  or  facility  that  furnishes 
medically  recognized  treatment  for  drug 
addiction  or  alcoholism,  in  conformity 
with  applicable  Federal  and  State  laws 
and  regulations,  may  be  approved  by  the 
Secretary  for  the  purpose  of  these  pro¬ 
visions. 

(b)  Treatment  facilities  deemed  to  be 
approved  by  the  Secretary. — (1)  Conver¬ 
sion  cases.  If  an  individual,  medically 
determined  to  be  a  drug  addict  or  al¬ 
coholic  in  accordance  with  8  416.981,  is 


converted  to  the  Federal  program  from  a 
State  program  on  the  basis  of  the  criteria 
outlined  in  §  416.901(b)  (2)  and  as  a  con¬ 
dition  of  eligibility  for  aid  under  such 
State  plan  he  was  required  to  tmdergo 
treatment  for  drug  addiction  or  alcohol¬ 
ism  at  an  institution  or  facility  accepted 
by  the  State  for  such  purpose,  such  in¬ 
stitution  or  facility  will  be  deemed  to  be 
approved  by  the  Secretary  for  such 
individuals. 

(2)  Other  cases.  Any  institution  or 
facility  utilized  by  a  State  vocational 
rehabilitation  agency  for  treatment  of 
drug  addicts  or  alcoholics  in  connection 
with  their  rehabilitation  programs  under 
the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  or  any 
institution  or  facility  utilized  or  licensed 
by  any  other  appropriate  State  agency 
will  be  deemed  to  be  approved  by  the 
Secretary  for  treatment  of  medically 
determined  drug  addicts  or  alcoholics. 
Utilization  of  appropriate  treatment 
facilities  other  than  those  utilized  by  the 
State  Vocational  Rehabilitation  agency 
means  the  referral  of  an  individual  by 
any  State  agency  empowered  to  make 
such  r^errals  to  any  institution  or  facil¬ 
ity  for  treatment  of  dnig  addiction  or 
alcoholism. 

§  416.985  Availabflity  of  treatment. 

Whether  treatment  is  available  to  a 
particular  individual  shall  depend  on  the 
existence  of  an  obtainable  treatment 
vacancy  in  an  approved  institution  or 
facility  (see  §  416.984)  and  the  condition 
and  circumstances  of  the  individual, 
the  treatment  required,  and  the  location 
of  the  treatment  institution  or  facility, 
or  the  services  or  resources  provided  by 
the  institution  or  facility.  In  determining 
the  availability  of  treatment,  considera¬ 
tion  will  also  be  given  to  the  individual’s 
general  health,  including  his  mobility 
and  capacity  to  comprehend  the  essen¬ 
tial  specifications  of  appropriate  treat¬ 
ment  and  the  availability  and  cost  of 
public  and  private  transportation.  The 
individual  is  not  expected  to  pay  for  the 
treatment  provided. 

[FR  Doc.76-29844  PUed  ll-5-78;8:45  am] 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCKAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 
I  Docket  No.  76F-0059  ] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Food  Additives  Permitted  in  Food  for  Hu¬ 
man  Consumption;  Chemical  for  Con¬ 
trolling  Microor^nisms  in  Cane-Sugar 
and  Beet-Sugar  Mills 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-28547,  appearing  at 
page  49573,  in  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
October  23,  1975,  the  following  correc¬ 
tion  should  be  made:  On  page  49574, 
the  chemical  name  in  the  third  entry 
under  8  121.1155(b)  (3)  (1)  should  read: 
’’Sodium  dimethyldithiocarbamate”. 


SUBCHAPTER  D— DRUGS  FOR  HUMAN  USE 

PART  436— TESTS  AND  METHODS  OF 
ASSAY  OF  ANTIBIOTIC  AND  ANTI- 
BiOTIC-CONTAINiNG  DRUGS 

PART  442— CEPHA  ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

Sterile  Cephradine;  Cephradine  for 
Injection 

The  Cwnmlssioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  data  submitted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  regulations  promulgated  under 
section  507  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act,  regarding  approval 
of  the  sterile  antibiotic  drug  product 
cephradine  for  injection. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that 
data  supplied  by  the  manufacturer  about 
this  antibiotic  drug  are  adequate  to  es¬ 
tablish  its  safety  and  efficacy  when  used 
as  directed  in  the  labeling  and  that  the 
regulations  should  be  amended  to  provide 
for  its  certification,  effective  November  6, 
1975. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  357) ) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  Chapter 
I  of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  is  amended  as  foDows: 

1.  Part  436  is  amended: 

a.  In  §  436.31  by  adding  new  para¬ 
graphs  (a)(5)  and  (b)  (13)  and  (14),  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  436.31  Equipment  and  diluents  for 
use  in  biological  texting. 

•  «  •  •  a 

(a)  *  •  • 

(5)  Pyrogen-free  sodium  carbonate. 
Heat  anhydrous  sodium  carbonate  for 
not  less  than  4  hours  at  170*  C. 

(b)  •  *  • 

(13)  Diluent  13  (pyrogen-free  sodium 
carbonate  solution) .  Dissolve  25.6  grams 
of  anhydrous  pyrogen-free  sodiiun  car¬ 
bonate  (prepaid  as  described  in  para- 
gr£q)h  (a)  (5)  of  this  section)  in  1,000 
milliliters  pyrogen-free,  distilled  water 
(diluent  1) .  Pyrogen-free  sodium  carbon¬ 
ate  solution  meets  the  requirements  for 
the  absence  of  pyrogens  as  described  in 
8  436.32(a)(3)  when  1.0  milliliter  per 
kilogram  is  administered  as  described  in 
§  436.32(a)(2). 

(14)  IMluent  14  (0.07M  sterile  sodium 
carbonate  solution).  Dissolve  7.3  grams 
of  sodium  carbonate  in  distilled  water  to 
make  1,000  milliliters.  Sterilize  in 
an  autoclave  at  121*  C  for  20  minutes. 

b.  In  8  436.32  by  addW  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (g),  to  read  as  follows: 

§.  436,32  Pyrogen  test. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(g)  Method  7.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  except 
dilute  sample  with  sodium  carbonate 
solution  (diluent  13) . 

c.  In  8  43633(b)  by  alphabetically 
inserting  two  new  items  in  the  table,  as 
follows: 

§  436.33  Safety  test. 

•  •  «  •  • 

(b)  *  *  * 
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DUuont  (diluent 
number  as  listed 
in  sec.  436.S1) 

Test  dose. 

Route  of  ad¬ 
ministration  as 
described  in  par. 
(c)  of  this  section 

Antibiotic  drug 

Concentration 

In  units  or  milli¬ 
grams  of  activity 
per  milliliter 

Volume  in  milli¬ 
liters  to  be  ad¬ 
ministered  to 
each  mouse 

•  • 

•  • 

.  1 

23 

• 

0.5 

.  14 

23 

.5 

Do. 

•  • 

•  • 

e 

• 

* 

2.  Part  442  Is  amended  by  adding  §§ 
442.40a  and  442.240  to  Subparts  A  and  C, 
respectively,  as  follows: 

§  442.40a  Sterile  cepliradiiie. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Cephradine  is  7-iD- 
2  -  amino  -  2  -  (1,4  -  cylohexadlen  -  1- 
yDacetamidol  -  3  -  methyl  -  8-  oxo  -  5- 
thia  -  1  -  azabicyclo[4.2.01oct  -  2  -  ene- 
2-carboxylic  acid.  It  is  so  purified  and 
dried  that: 

(1)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  900  and 
not  more  than  1,050  micrograms  of 
cephradine  per  milligram  on  an  anhy¬ 
drous  basis. 

(il)  It  is  sterile. 

(lil)  It  is  nonpyrogenic. 

(iv)  It  passes  the  safety  test. 

(v)  Its  moisture  content  is  not  more 
than  6.0  percent. 

(vl>  Its  pH  in  an  aqueous  solution 
containing  10  milligrams  per  milliliter  is 
not  less  than  3.5  and  not  more  than  6.0. 

(vii>  Its  cephalexin  content  is  not 
more  than  5  percent  on  an  anhydrous 
bsisls. 

(vlii)  It  passes  the  identity  test. 

(ix)  It  is  crystalline. 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification:  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  sterility,  pyrogens, 
safety,  moisture,  pH,  cephalexin  con¬ 
tent,  identity;  and  crystallinity. 

(li)  Samples  required: 

(A)  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  10 
packages,  each  containing  approximately 
500  milligrams. 

(B)  For  sterility  testing:  1  package 
containing  approximately  6  grams  of  a 
composite  sample. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  442.40 

(b) (1)  of  this  chapter. 

(2)  Sterility.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
1 436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  method 
described  in  paragraph  (e)  (1)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Pyrogens.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
S  436.32(g)  of  this  chapter,  using  a  solu¬ 
tion  containing  80  milligrams  of  cephra¬ 
dine  per  milliliter. 

(4)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.33  of  this  chapter. 

(5)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  o  '  this  chapter. 

(6)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.202 
of  this  chapter,  using  an  aqueous  solu¬ 
tion  containing  10  milligrams  per  milli¬ 
liter. 


(7)  CepAalextn  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  442.40(b)  (5). 

(8)  Identity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.211  of  this  chapter,  using  the  1  per¬ 
cent  potassium  bromide  disc  prepared  as 
described  in  paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  that 
section. 

(9)  Crystallinity.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  436.203(a)  of  this  chapter. 

§  442.240  Cephradine  for  injection. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Cephradine  for  injection 
is  a  dry  mixture  of  cephradine  and  one  or 
more  suitable  and  harmless  solubilizing 
and  buffering  agents.  Its  potency  is  satis¬ 
factory  if  it  contains  not  less  than  90 
percent  and  not  more  than  115  percent 
of  the  number  of  milligrams  of  cephra¬ 
dine  that  it  is  represented  to  contain.  It 
is  sterile.  It  is  nonpyrogenic.  It  passes  the 
safety  test.  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  more 
than  5.0  percent.  Its  pH  in  an  aqueous 
solution  containing  10  milligrams  per 
milliliter  is  not  less  than  8.0  and  not 
more  than  9.6.  The  cephradine  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
§442.40a(a)(l). 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(A)  The  sterile  cephradine  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  moisture, 
pH,  cephalexin  content,  identity,  and 
crystallinity. 

(B)  The  batch  for  potency,  sterility, 
pyrogens,  safety,  loss  on  drying,  and  pH. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(A)  The  cephradine  used  in  making 
the  batch:  10  packages,  each  containing 
approximately  500  milligrams. 

(B)  The  batch: 

(1)  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  A 
minimum  of  10  immediate  containers. 

(2)  For  sterility  testing:  20  Imme¬ 
diate  containers,  collected  at  regular  in¬ 
tervals  throughout  each  filling  operation. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Use  either  of  the  following 
methods;  however,  the  results  obtained 
from  the  microbiological  agar  diffusion 
assay  shall  be  conclusive. 

(1)  Microbiological  agar  diffusion  as¬ 
say.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.105  of 
this  chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Reconstitute  the  sam¬ 
ple  as  directed  in  the  labeling  for  intra¬ 
muscular  use.  Using  a  suitable  hypo¬ 
dermic  needle  and  syringe,  remove  all  of 
the  withdrawable  contents  if  it  is  repre¬ 
sented  as  a  single  dose  container;  or  If 
the  labeling  specifies  the  amount  of  po¬ 


tency  in  a  given  volume  of  the  resultant 
preparation,  remove  an  accurately  meas¬ 
ured  representative  portion  from  each 
container.  Further  dilute  an  aliquot  of 
this  solution  with  solution  1  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  10.0  micrograms 
of  cephradine  per  milliliter  (estimated) . 

(ii)  Hydroxylamine  colorimetric  as¬ 
say.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  442.40(b) 
(1)  (ii) ,  preparing  the  sample  as  follows: 
Reconstitute  the  sample  as  directed  in 
the  labeling  for  intramuscular  use.  Using 
a  suitable  hypodermic  needle  and 
syringe,  remove  all  of  the  withdrawable 
contents  if  it  is  represented  as  a  single 
dose  container;  or  if  the  labeling  speci¬ 
fies  the  amount  of  potency  in  a  given 
volume  of  the  resultant  preparation,  re¬ 
move  an  accurately  measured  represent¬ 
ative  portion  from  each  container.  Fur¬ 
ther  dilute  an  aliquot  of  this  solution 
with  distilled  water  to  1  milligram  of 
cephradine  per  milliliter  (estimated) 

(2)  Sterility.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  method 
described  in  paragraph  (e)(1)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Pyrogens.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.32(b)  of  this  chapter,  using  a  solu¬ 
tion  containing  80  milligrams  of  cephra¬ 
dine  per  milliliter. 

(4)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.33  of  this  chapter. 

(5)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  S  436.200(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(6)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.202 
of  this  chapter,  using  an  aqueous  solu¬ 
tion  containing  10  milligrams  per  milli¬ 
liter. 

Since  the  conditions  prerequisite  to 
providing  for  certification  of  the  subject 
antibiotic  drug  have  been  complied  with 
and  since  the  matter  is  noncontroverslal 
in  nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
and  delayed  effective  date  are  not  pre¬ 
requisites  to  this  promulgation. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall 
be  effective  November  6,  1975. 

(Sec.  507,  69  Stat.  463,  as  amended  (21  UB.C. 
367).) 

Dated:  October  31,  1975. 

Mary  A.  McEniry, 
Assistant  to  the  Director  for 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Bureau  of 
Drugs. 

(PR  Doc.75-29848  Piled  11-5-76:8:45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

(Docket  No.  PI-744] 

PART  1914^REAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE 
SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  notice 
is  to  list  those  communities  wherein  the 
sale  of  flood  insurance  is  authorized  under 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128).  • 

Insurance  policies  can  be  obtained 
from  any  licensed  property  insurance 
agent  or  broker  serving  the  eligible  com- 
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munity,  or  from  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surers  Association  servicing  company  for 
the  state  (addresses  are  published  at  39 
FR  26186-93).  A  list  of  servicing  com¬ 
panies  is  also  available  from  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration  (FIA),  HUD, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.7  Washington, 
D.C.  20410. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  acquisition  or 
construction  purposes  in  a  flood  plain 
area  having  special  hazards  within  any 
community  identified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

The  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  and  no  such  financial  as¬ 
sistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  insurance,  if  required, 
must  be  purchased. 

The  F^eral  Insmrance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of 
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(iie  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  se¬ 
quence  new  entries  to  the  table.  In  each 
entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective 
dates  appears  for  each  listed  communitv. 
The  date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  col¬ 
umn  of  the  table  is  provided  in  order  to 
designate  the  effective  date  of  the  au¬ 
thorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance 
in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or  the 
regular  flood  insurance  program.  These 
dates  serve  notice  only  for  the  purposes 
of  granting  relief,  and  not  for  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  sanctions,  within  the  meaning 
of  5  U.S.C.  551.  The  entry  reads  as 
follows; 

§  1914.4  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 


Effective  date  of  authoriza*  Hazard  area 

State  County  Ixjcation  tiou  of  sale  of  Hood  iiisur-  idctililicd  State  map  repository  Local  map  repository 

ance  for  area 


Georgia .  Talliot . Woodland,  city  of .  Oct.  28,  1975,  emergency . Apr.  11,1975 

Idaho . 1  eiiilii . .  Salmon,  city  of. . do . 

Indiana . . . Wabrsh . Wabfsb,  city  of . do . June  7,1974 

New  Hamii^ire...  nillsboronph .  GoPstown,  town  of . do .  Sept.  20, 1974 

New  York . Washington . Salem,  village  of. . do . Apr.  12,1974 

Ohio .  Knox . . Kredericktown,  village  of. . do .  Apr.  5,1974 

Pennsylvania . llradford .  Granville,  township  of.. . do . July  26,1974 

Do .  Franklin . I  urgan,  township  of . do .  Nov.  1,1974 


State 

County 

Location 

Effective  date  of  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  sale  of  flood  insur- 
anoc  for  area 

Hazard  area 
identified 

State  map  repository 

Local  map  repository 

Indiana . 

Minnesota.... 

Missouri . 

New  Jersey.. 
New  Mexico.. 
New  York... 

Ohio . 

Pennsylvania 

Do . 

Vermont . 

West  Virginia. 

Do . 

Do . 


Carroll . 

Koochiching 

Jasper . . 

Middles4‘x... 

Grant . 

Greene . 

Cuyahoga... 

Berks . 

Pike . 

K.ssex . 

Brooke . 

Morgan . 

Monongalia. 


Dniiicorporated  areas . Oct.  28, 1975  emergency, 

Ranier,  city  of . do . 

Carl  Junction,  city  of . do . 

Jamesbnrg,  borough  of . do . 

Bayard,  village  of . do . 

Prattsville,  town  of . do . 

Shaker  Heights,  city  of . do . 

Marion,  .township  of . .do . 

Matanioras.  borough  of . . do . 

Concord,  town  of . do . 

Unincorporated  areas . do . 

. do . do . 

Blacksville,  city  of . do . 


Oct.  18,1974 
Aug.  9. 1974 
Feb.  8, 1974 
June  28,1974 
Aug.  30, 1974 
Sept.  20, 1974 
Aug.  1, 1975 
Sept.  13. 1974 

&5pt.’2b;r974 
Nov.  22, 1974 


Oct.  25,1974 


State 

County 

Location 

Effective  date  of  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  sale  of  flood  insur¬ 
ance  for  area 

Hazard  aioa 
identibed 

State  map  repository 

Local  map  repository 

Indiana . Tipton .  Tipton,  city  of . Oct.  29,  1975,  emergency .  Dec.  28,1973 

Michigan .  Antrim .  Banks,  township  of . do . 

Nebraska . Webster .  Blue  Hill,  village  of . do .  Feb.  14,1975 

Pennsylvania .  Susquehanna .  Little  Meadows,  borough  of.  Oct.  23, 1975,  emergency . Nov.  1,1974 

Do . Washington . Morris,  township  of . . Oct.  29,  1975,  emergency . Mar.  21,1975 

Virginia. . Williamsburg,  city  of  (In- . do. .  Mar.  28,1975 

dependent  City). 


State 

County 

Location 

Effective  date  of  authoriza-  Hazard  area 
Uon  of  sale  of  flood  insur-  identified 
anee  for  area 

State  map  repository 

Local  map  repository 

• 

« 

• 

• 

• 

• 

California . 

Do . . 

.  Fresno . . 

.  Monterey . 

..  Fresno,  city  of . . . 

..  Monterey,  city  of. . 

October  30,  1975,  emergency. 

. do. . 

Oct.  18,1974  . 

. do . 

Nov.  22, 1974  . 

Sept.  A 1974  . 

Michigan . 

.  Barry . 

..  Maple  Grove,  township  oL.. 

. do — . 

Oct.  18,1974  . 

Nebraska . 

New  Hampshire... 

.  Buffalo . 

..  Shelton,  village  of . 

. do . 

Sept.  6. 1974  . 

Aug.  16,1974  . 

Oct.  25, 1974  . 

New  York . 

Do  . 

.  Franklin . 

..  Bombay,  town  of . 

. do . 

Sept.  6, 1974  . 

Sept.  20, 1974  . 

Feb.  21,1975  . . 

. do . . . 

Dec.  27,1974  . 

Do  . . 

Nov.  1,1974  . 

Wisconsin . . 

.  Price . 

..  Kennau,  village  of. . 

. do . 

.  Nov.  8;i»74 . 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Effective  date  of  authoriza-  Hazard  area 

Stale  County  Location  tlon  of  sale  of  flood  Insur*  Identified  State  map  repository  Local  map  reporitorv 

ance  for  area 


Arkansas . Poinsett . 

Florida . Sumter . 

Illinois .  DcKalb . 

Maine . Oxford . 

Do .  Knox . 

Montana .  Flathead . 

Nebraska . Antelope . 

New  Hampshire...  Rockiiigham. 

New  York . Otsego . 

Do .  Genesee . 

Pennsylvania . Wayne . 

Do . tllarlon . 

West  Virginia _ Monongalia.. 

Do . Wayne . 


Weiner,  city  of . 

Wildwood,  city  of . 

Genoa,  city  of. . 

Andover,  town  of _ 

Rockland,  city  of . 

Unincorporated  areas... 

Oakdale,  village  of . 

Hampton  Falls,  town  of. 
Cherry  Valley,  village  of. 

Corfu,  village  of. . 

Bethany,  borough  of _ 

Limestone,  township  of. . 
Unincorporated  areas... 
. do . 


Oct.  31,  I'jVs,  emergency. 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . . . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

. do . 


Apr.  18,1975 
Jan.  23,1974 
Mar.  1. 1974 
Nov.  8,1974 

. do . 

Sept.  13,1974 
Dec.  28. 1973 
Dec.  6, 1974 
Nov.  15, 1974 

. do . 

Jan.  17, 1975 
Feb.  21,1975 
July  18,1975 
Feb.  21,1975 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  tary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  laaurance  Administrator, 

and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  as  amended  39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974). 

17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secre- 


Issued;  October  23,  1975. 


I  Docket  No.  FI-7451 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  notice 
is  the  identification  of  communKies  with 
areas  of  special  flood  or  mudslide  or  ero¬ 
sion  hazards  in  accordance  with  Part  1915 
of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  authorized  by  the  National  Hood 
Insurance  Program  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128). 
The  identification  of  such  areas  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  so  that  communities  may 
adopt  appropriate  flood  plain  management 
measures  to  minimize  damage  caused  by 
flood  losses  and  to  guide  future  construc¬ 
tion,  where  practicable,  away  from  loca¬ 
tions  which  are  threatened  by  flood 
hazards.  • 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  on  and  after  March  2,  1974,  as  a 
condition  of  receiving  any  form  of  Fed¬ 
eral  or  Federally  related  financial  assist¬ 
ance  for  acquisition  or  construction  pur¬ 
poses  in  an  identified  flood  plain  area 


|FR  Doc.75-29755  Filed  11-5-75; 8: 45  am] 


having  special  flood  hazards  that  is 
located  within  any  community  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program. 

One  year  after  the  identification  of 
the  community  as  flood  prone,  the  re¬ 
quirement  applies  to  all  identified  spe¬ 
cial  flood  hazard  areas  within  the  United 
States,  so  that,  after  that  date,  no  such 
financial  assistance  can  legally  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  acquisition  and  construction 
in  these  areas  unless  the  community  has 
entered  the  program.  The  prohibition, 
however,  does  not  apply  to  loans  by  a 
Federally  regulated,  insured,  supervised 
or  approved  bank  prior  to  January  1, 
1976,  to  finance  the  acquisition  of  a 
previously  occupied  residential  dwelling. 

The  effective  date  of  identification 
shall  be  on  or  before  December  8, 1975,  or 
the  date  which  appears  in  this  notice, 
whichever  is  later. 

This  30  day  period  does  not  supersede 
the  statutory  requirement  that  a  com¬ 
munity,  whether  or  not  participating  in 
the  program,  be  given  the  opportunity  for 
a  period  of  six  months  to  establish  that 
it  is  not  seriously  flood  prone  or  that  such 


J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


flood  hazards  as  may  have  existed  have 
been  corrected  by  floodworks  or  other 
flood  control  methods.  The  six  months 
period  shall  be  considered  to  begin  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  or  the  effective  date  of 
the  Flood  Hazard  Boimdary  Map,  which¬ 
ever  is  later.  Similarly,  the  one  year  pe¬ 
riod  a  community  has  to  enter  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  Section  201(d)  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  shall  be 
considered  to  begin  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  or  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map,  whichever  is  later. 

Where  several  dates  appear  in  the 
column  set  forth  below  marked  Effective 
Date  of  Identification,  the  first  date  is 
the  date  of  initial  identification,  and  all 
other  dates  represent  modification  by 
additions  or  deletions  to  identified  areas 
with  special  hazards. 

Accordingly,  §  1915.3  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new 
entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as 
follows; 

§  1915.3  List  of  communities  with  spe¬ 
cial  hazard  areas. 


State  County  Location  Map  No. 


F;ffcctive  date 
of  identification 

State  map  reiiosltory  Local  map  repository  of  areas  wliicli 

have  speciM 
flood  hazards 


Alabama . Butler 


Qeorgiana,  city  of.  H  010018A  01 
through 
H  010018A  02 


Arkansas . Ashley. 


I'arkdale,  town  of.  H  050007A  01 
through 
H  050007A  02 


Do . 

...  Clay . . 

...  Piggott,  city  of.. 

..  H  OS0035A  01. 

California.... 

...  Los  Angeles.... 

...  Culver  City, 

H  060114A  01 

city  of. 

through 

U  060114A  03 

Do . 

_ _ do _ _ 

H  060118A  01 

city  of. 

through 

H  0601 18A  02 

Alabama  Development  Office,  Office 
of  State  Planning,  State  Office 
Bldg.,  501  Dexter  Ave.,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Ala.  36104. 

Alabama  Insurance  Department, 
Room  453,  Administrative  Bldg., 
Montgomery,  Ala.  36104. 

Division  of  Soil  and  Water  Re.<sources, 
State  Department  of  Commerce, 
1920  West  Capitol  Ave.,  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  72201. 

Arkansas  Insurance  Department,  400 
University  Tower  Bldg.,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72204. 

. do . 

Department  of  Water  Resources,  P.O. 
Box  388,  Sacramento,  Calif.  05802. 

California  Insurance  Department, 
600  South  Commonwealth  Ave., 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90005. 

_ _ do . 


Mayor,  P.O.  Box  206,  Georgiana,  Ala. 
36033. 


Mayor,  Town  of  I’arkdale,  Town  Hall, 
Parkdale,  .\.rk.  71661. 


Mayor,  City  of  Piggott,  City  Hall, 
Piggott,  Ark.  72454. 

Public  Works  Director  and  City  Engi¬ 
neer,  9770  Culver  Blvd.,  Culver 
City,  CaUf.  90230. 


Director  of  Public  Works,  Main  Si., 
El  Segundo,  Calif.  90245. 


Feb.  21 . 1975. 
Get.  31, 1975. 


Mar.  29,  1974. 
Oct.  31,  1975. 


Nov.  16. 1973. 
Oct.  31, 1975. 
June  28,  1974. 
Oct.  31, 1975. 


July  28.  1974. 
Oct.  31. 1975. 
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Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
flood  hazards 


Local  map  repository 


State  map  repository 


County 


Location 


State 


_ do . Director  of  Public  Works,  City  of  Villa  Feb.  22,  1074. 

Park,  17855  Santiago  Blvd.,  Villa  Oct.  31, 1975. 
Park,  Calif.  92667. 

Colorado  Water  Conservation  Board,  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  460,  Paonia,  Colo.  May  24, 1974. 
Room  102,  1845  Sherman  St.,  814%. 

Denver,  Colo.  80203. 

Colorado  Division  of  Insurance,  106 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 

80203. 

. do . Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Otis,  Colo.  80743..  May  24, 1974. 

Oct.  31, 197.5. 

Department  of  Community  Affairs,  Mayor,  Box  2277,  Winter  Haven,  Fla.  Aug.  16, 1974. 
2.571  Executive  Center  Circle  East,  33880.  Oct.  31,  1975. 

Howard  Bldg.,  Tallahassee,  Fla. 

32301. 

State  of  Florida  Imsurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  Treasurer’s  Office,  The  Capi¬ 
tol,  Tallaiiassee,  Fla.  32304. 

Governor’s  Task  Force  on  Flood  Con-  Mayor.  115  South  Fifth  Ave.,  May-  Feb.  1, 1971. 
trol,  300  North  State  St.,  Room  1010,  wood,  ill.  601.53. 

P.O.  Box  475,  Chicago,  lU.  60610. 

Illinois  Insurance  Department,  525 
West  Jefferson  St.,  Springfield,  111. 

6-2702. 

. do . Mayor,  123  South  Central  Ave.,  Paris,  May  3, 1974. 

111.  61944.  Oct.  31, 1975. 

. . do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Cuba,  IH.  61427. _ Jan.  31, 197.5. 

Oct.  31,  1975. 

. do . Mayor,  1.503  4th  St.,  Peru,  Ill.  61354 _ Apr.  5,  1974. 

’  Oct.  31, 1975. 

. do . J . Mayor,  700  State  St.,  Lawrcnceville,  Mar.  8, 1974. 

111.  62439.  Oct.  31,  1975. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Eldorado,  Ill.  62930.  Feb.  22, 1974. 

Oct,  31, 197.5. 

. do . Village  President,  South  Main  St.,  May  17,  1974. 

Rankin,  111.  60960. 

. do . Village  President,  Village  of  Banner,  Dec.  28, 1973. 

Rural  Route  No.  3,  Canton,  Ill. 

61520. 

. do . Mayor,  Box  12,  Hanover,  Ill.  61041 _ Apr.  5, 1974. 

Oct.  31,  l!t75. 

. do . Village  Pre.sldent,  Village  Hall,  Hope-  Apr.  5,  1974. 

dale,  lU.  61747. 

Division  of  Water,  Department  of  Town  President,  Municipal  Bldg.,  Nov.  23, 1973. 
Natural  Resources,  608  State  Office  Paoli,  Ind.  47454.  Oct.  31, 1975. 

Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

Indiana  Insurance  Department,  509 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Indianapolis, 

Ind.  46204. 

.Iowa  Natural  Resources  Council,  Mayor,  City  Hall,  .\nila,  Iowa  500-20..  May  3, 1974. 
James  W.  Grimes  Bldg.,  De.s  Moines,  Oct.  31, 1975. 

Iowa  50319. 

Iowa  Insurance  Department,  Lucas 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50319. 

. do . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  St.  Olaf,  Iowa  Aug.  30, 1974. 

5-2072.  Oct.  31,  1975. 

.  Di-vision  of  Water  Resources,  Kansas  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Hiawatha,  Kans.  Feb.  8, 1974. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  1720  66434.  Oct.  31 , 1975. 

South  Topeka  Ave.,  Topeka,  Kans. 

66612. 

Kansas  Insurance  Department,  First 
Floor,  Statehouse,  Topeka,  Kans. 

66612. 

. do . Mayor,  City  of  Baxter  Springs,  City  May  -34, 1974. 

Hall,  11th  &  Park  St.,  P.O.  Box  577,  Oct.  31, 1975. 
Baxter  Springs,  Kans.  66713. 

. do . . . . Mayor,  City  of  Attica,  City  Hall,  101  June  28, 1974. 

North  M^n  St.,  Attica,  Kans.  67009.  Oct.  31 , 1975. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Main  Street,  Mar.  22, 1974. 

McLouth,  Kams.  660.54. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  203  North  3d.,  Feb.  1, 1974. 

Marion,  Kans.  66M1.  Oct.  31, 1975. 

. do . . . Mayor,  City  of  Council  Grove,  City  Dec.  28, 1973. 

Hall,  200  West  Main  St.,  Council  Oct.  31, 1975. 

Orovd  K&ns  66946 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Belleville,  Kans.  Feb.  15, 1974. 

66935.  Oct.  31,  1975. 

.  State  Department  of  Public  Works,  Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Basile,  La.  70515...  May  24, 1974. 
P.O.  Box  44155,  Capitol  StaUon,  Oct.  31, 1975. 

Baton  Rouge,  La.  70804. 

Louisiana  Insurance  Department,  Box 
44214,'  Capitol  Station,  Baton 
Rouge,  La.  70804. 

. do . Mayor,  Village  of  Turkey  Creek,  Vll-  Aug.  30, 1974. 

lage  HalL  'Turkey  Creek,  La.  70585.  Oct.  31, 1975. 

. do . . .  Regional  Planning  &  Development  Jan.  9, 1974. 

Commission,  Town  of  Lake  Arthur,  Oct.  31,  1975. 

P.O.  Box  3164,  Lake  Charles,  La. 

70601. 

Office  of  Civil  Emergency  Prepared-  City  Planning  Department,  City  Mar.  29, 1974. 
ness.  State  House,  Augusta,  Maine.  Hall,  Bangor,  Maine.  04401.  Oct.  31, 1976. 

04330. 

Maine  Insurance  Department,  Capitol 
Shopping  Center,  Augusta,  Maine. 

04330. 

Division  of  Water  Resources,  Water  Chairman  of  Selectmen,  Board  of  Be-  June  28, 1974. 
Resources  Commission,  State  Office  lectmen,  klain  St.,  Bolton,  Mass.  Oct.  31, 1975. 
Bldg.,  100  Cambridge  St.,  Boston,  01740. 

Mass.  02202. 

Massachusetts  Division  of  Insurance, 

100  Cambridge  St.,  Boston,  Mass. 

0-2202. 


H  060236A  01 
through 
H  060236A  04 
H  080045 A  01 


ViUa  Park, 
city  of. 

Paonia,  town  of. 


Orange. 


Delta. 


Colorado. 


Otis,  town  of.. 

Winter  Haven, 
city  of. 


Washington. 
Polk . 


H  120271A  01 
through 
H  120271A  06 


Florida. 


H  170124A  01 
through 
H  170124A  02 


Maywood,  vil¬ 
lage  of. 


Illinois. 


Paris,  city  of . H  17022,5A  01. 

through 
H  170225A  04 
Cuba,  city  of. . H  170243A  01. 

Peru,  city  of .  11  170406A  01. 

through 
H  170406A  03 
Lawrenceville,  H  170411A  01. 

city  of.  through 

H  170411A  02 
Eldorado,  city  of..  H  170596A  01. 


Fulton. 


Lawrence. 


Saline. 


Rankin,  village  of.  H  170668A  01. 
Banner,  village  of.  H  170743A  01. 


Vermilion. 


Fulton. 


Jo  Davie.ss. 


Hanover,  village  H  170755A  01.. 
of. 

Ho^dale,  village  H  170791A  01.. 

Paoli,  town  of _ H  180189A  01 

through 
H  180189A  04 


Tazewell. 


Indiana. 


Orange. 


Anita,  town  of _  11  190048A  01 


Clayton. 
Brown. . 


H  190084A  01 


St.  Olaf,  city  of. 

Hiawatha,  city  of.  H  200030A  01. 


Kansas. 


Cherokee. 


Baxter  Springs,  H  200045A  01. 
city  of. 

Attica,  city  of . H  200127A  01. 

McLouth,  city  of..  H  200148A  01. 

Mai-ion,city  of....  H  200207A  01. 

Council  Grove,  H  200234A  01. 
city  of. 

Belleville,  city  of..  H  200287A  01. 
Basile,  town  of _ H  22006.5A  01. 


Harper. 


Jefferson. 


Marion. 


Morris. 


Republic... 

Evangeline 

Parish. 


Louisiana. 


Turkey  Creek, 
village  of. 
Lake  Arthur, 
town  of. 


H  220069A  01 


Jefferson  Davis 
Parish. 


H  220099A  01 


Maine. 


Bangor,  city  of-...  H  230102A  01 
through 

"  H  23010-2A  11 


Penobscot 


Massachusetts..  Worcester 


Bolton,  town  of...  H  250296A  01 
through 
H  250296A  06 
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StaU  County 


• 

nn 

Do . 

...  Wayne _ 

Do . 

...  Oakland.. 

Minnesota.... 

...  Dakota _ 

Do.. 

Do.. 

Do.. 

Do.. 

Missouri 


Gotxllmo. 

Meeker... 

Winona . . 
Ilamsey . 

Butler . . 


Do . Clark . 

Do . 8t.  Louis . 

Do . Stoddard _ 

Do . Stone . 

Do .  Cass . 

Do . Stone . 

Now  Oralton.  ... 

Hampshire. 


New  Jersey . Cape  May. 


New  York . Jefferson 


Do . Nassau. 

Nortli  Carolina.  Martin. 


Do _ .......  Orange. .i. 

North  Dakota..  Sheridan. 


Ohio..;.;.;.; _ Cuyahoga. 


Locatkm  Map  No. 


Madison  He^hts,  B  260mA  01 
nttv  nf  through 

H  aeomA  os 


Frankenuiuth,  H  ‘JOOlSS.k  01.. 

city  of. 

Wayne,  city  of . H  26024.'iA  01 

through 
H  2B0245A  02 
Chuksloii,  village  H  260472A  01 
of.  through 

H  a60472A  02 

Randolph,  city  of.  H  270112A  01.. 


.  Zumlnota,  city  of.  H  27011t>A  01 
tlirough 
H  270148A  02 
.  Lilchficld,  city  of.  H  270285A  01 
'  through 
n  270285A  02 
.  KolUnwtone,  H  270530A  01. 
city  01. 

Roseville,  city  of..  II  2705t>9A  01 
tlirough 
H  27aV.»;*A  01 
.  Fisk,  city  of..  ..11  2ti001.5A  01 . 


_ Luray,  village  of.  H  2t'O0K2.\  01. 

_ Lakeshire,  city  of.  H  200364 A  01. 

_  .\dvance,  dty  of. .  H  290420A  01 

tlirough 
H  20042QA  03 

_ Crane,  city  of . H  290430A  01 

through 
H  2<*04S0A  02 

....  Dre.vel,  city  of _ H  290064A  01 

through 
H  200064  A  02 
.  Galena,  city  of . H  200431 A  01 


F.  fleet  ive  date 

„  ,  of  ideutifleation 

State  map  reiH>.sltory  Local  map  lejiository  of  areas  whicli 

have  special 
11(hh1  liazards 


Water  Resources  Commission,  Bu-  City  Manager. 300  West  13th  Mile  ltd..  May  24,  l'iT4. 
reau  of  Water  Managdnent,  Madison  lleight,s,  Mich,  48071,  Get.  31, 1(17.'). 

Stevenes  T.  Ma.son  Bldg.,  Lansing, 

Mich.  48926. 

Michigan  Insurance  Bureau,  111 
North  Hoemer  St.,  Lansing,  Mich. 

48918. 

. . do .  City  Managi  r,  46.7  Soutli  Main,  Jan.  23, 1974. 

Frankenuiuth,  Midi.  48734.  Get.  31, 1976. 

. do. .  . Mayor,  34808  Sims  Ave.,  Wayne,  May  31,  1974. 

Mich.  48184.  Uct.31,  1975. 

. do . . . ...Village  Frt'sideiit,  25  Soutli  Main,  Apr.  25, 197.7 

Box  207,  Cluikston,  Mich.  48016.  Get.  31, 1975. 

Division  of  Waters,  Soils  and  Min-  Mayor,  Randoli'h,  Minn.  5.7065 . .  July  19, 1974. 

erals.  Department  of  Natural  Re-  Get.  31,  1975. 

sources.  Centennial  Office  Bldg., 

St.  Patil,  Minn.  55101. 

Minnesota  Division  of  Insurance. 

R-210  State  Office  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 

Minn.  55101. 

. do . Mayor,  Box  158,  Zumbruta,  Minn.  May  24,  1974. 

55992.  Oct.  31, 1975. 

.do .  . . Mayor,  126  Marshall  .\ve.,  Litclifidd,  Apr.  12,  l(t74. 

Minn.  55355. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Rollingstone,  Aug.  2,  l(i71. 

Minii.  .75969. 

. do .  Mayor,  2701  North  D’xington,  Rose-  Jan.  2.7,  1(>75. 

vide,  Minn.  55113.  Oct.  31,  1975. 

Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Mayor,  City  Hall,  119  F.asl  Main  .St.,  Mar.  29, 197L 
Division  of  Program  and  Policy  Dn-xel,  Mo.  64742.  Get.  31,  1975. 

Development,  State  of  Missouri, 

308  East  High  St.,  Jefferson  City, 

Mo.  65101. 

Division  of  Insurance,  P.O.  Box  690, 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101. 


. do.. . . . . . .  Mayor,  Village  Hall,  Luray,  Mo.  63453  Oct.  18,  1974. 

. do . Mayor,  CKy  Hall,  10000  Puttington  May  10,  1974. 

Dr.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63123. 

_ do  . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Advance,  Mo.  Mar.  1,  1974. 

63730.  Oct.  31,  1975. 

_ do . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  120  Noith  Com-  June  7, 1974. 

mercc.  Crane,  Mo.  65633.  Get.  31,  1975. 

do .  .  .  Mayor,  City  Hall.  119  F.asl  Main  St.,  Mar.  29,  1974. 

Drexd,  Mo.  64742.  Oct.  31, 1975. 

. do . ; .  . Muvor,  City  Hall,  Galena,  Mo.  65656 _ Aug.  30,  Ut74. 

Oct.  31, 1975. 


Ashland,  town  of..  H  880042 A  01 
through 
H  330(^2A  08 


Middle,  township  H  340154A  01 
of.  through 

H  840154A  22 


Chaumout,  H  360329A  01. 

vlUage  of. 


Plandome  Manor,  H  3C0486A  01. 
VlUage  of. 

RobersonviUe,  H  870156A  01 
town  of. 


Carrlioro,  H  S70275A  01. 

town  of. 

Ooo^ch,  city  of..  H  380108 A  01 


Fessenden,  H  860226A  01. 

dty  oL 

Westlake,  city  of..  H  890186A  W 
through 
H  390136A  05 


Office  of  Comprehensive  Planning,  Vice-Ciiaimiun  Planning  Board,  June  28, 1974. 
Division  of  Community  Planning,  School  St.,  Ashland,  N.II.  03217.  Get.  31, 1975. 
State  House  Annex,  Concord,  N.II. 

03301. 

New  Hampshire  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  78  North  Main  St.,  Concord, 

N.H.  03301. 

Bureau  cf  Water  Control,  Department  Mayor.  Township  of,  33  Meehaiiic  St.,  So|)t.  20, 1974. 
of  Environmental  Protection,  P.O.  Cape  May,  N.J.  08210.  Oct.  31, 1974. 

Box  1390,  Trenton,  N.J.  08625. 

New  Jersey  Department  of  Insurance, 

State  House  Annex,  Trenton,  N.J, 

08625. 

New  York  State  Department  of  En-  Mayor,  Wasliington  St.,  Cliaumoiit,  May  17, 1974. 
vironmental  Conservation,  Division  N.Y.  13622. 
of  Resources  Management  Services, 

Bureau  of  Water  Management,  Al¬ 
bany,  N.Y.  12201. 

New  York  State  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  2  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10047. 

. do . Mayor,  Village  Hall,  Plandome  Manor,  June  21, 1971. 

N.Y.  No  ZIP.  Get.  31,  1975. 

.  Division  of  Community  As.sistancc,  Mayor,  Box  726,  Ro>>ersonviUe,  N.C.  June  7,  1974. 
De{Mirtmeiit  of  Natural  and  Eco-  27871.  Oct.  31,  1975, 

nomic  Resources,  P.O.  Box  27667, 

Raleigh.  N.C.  27611. 

North  Carolina  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  P.O.  Box  3(S»7,  Raleigh,  N.C. 

27611. 

. do . Town  Manager,  P.O.  Box  337,  Can-  Feb.  22,  1974. 

boro,  N.C.  27510. 

.  State  Water  Commission,  State  Office  City  Auditor,  City  Hall,  Goodrich,  Nov.  22, 1974. 
Bldg.,  900  East  Boulevard,  Bis-  N.  Dak.  5^4.  Oct.  31, 1975. 

marck,  N.  Dak.  58501. 

North  Dakota  Insurance  Department, 

State  Capitol,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak. 

58501. 

. . do . . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Fessenden,  N.  Dak.  Jan.  17,  1975. 

58438. 

Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Re-  Mayor,  27216  Hilliard  Blvd.,  West-  Apr.  12, 1974; 
sources.  Fountain  Square,  Flood  lake,  Ohio  44145. 

Insurance  Coordination  Bldg.,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43224. 

Ohio  Insurance  Department,  447  East 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 
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County 


Location 


Map  No. 


State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


EHective  date 
of  identifii’atimi 
of  areas  whiclj 
liave  special 
flood  hatards 


Do.- . Iluron... 

Do .  Knox _ 

Do . MorRan.. 

Oklahoma .  Tillman. 


Monroeville, 
vill^e  of. 

Danville,  village 
of. 

McConnelsville, 
village  of. 

Davidson,  town 
of. 


H  390283 A  01. 
II  390308 A  01. 
H  390422A  01. 
11  400201 A  01. 


.do. 


Oregon .  Lane. 


Do .  Multnomah. 

Do .  Wa.sco . 


Eugene,  city  of....  II  410122A  01 
through 
II  410129A  16 


\Vo<mI  Village,  11  410185.\.  01. 
city  of. 

Maupin.  city  of _ H  410233A  01. 


Oklahoma  Water  Resources  Board, 
Fifth  Floor,  Jim  Thorite  Bldg., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105. 

Oklahoma  Insurance  Department, 
Room  408,  Will  Rogers  Memorial 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  7310.5. 

Executive  Department,  Slate  of  Ore¬ 
gon,  Salem,  Oreg.  07310. 


Mavor,  Monroeville,  Ohio  44847 .  Nov.  2, 1973. 

Oct.  31,  1075. 

Mayor,  Box  W,  Danville,  Ohio  43014...  May  17,  1074. 

Oct.  31,  1075. 

Mayor,  9  West  Main  St.,  McConnels-  May  17,  1974, 
villc,  Ohio  43756. 

Chairman,  Board  of  Trustees,  Town  July  26, 1974. 
Hall,  Davidson,  Okla.  73.530. 


Oregon  Insurance  Division,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  1,58  r2th  St. 
NE.,  Salem,  Oreg.  07310. 

. do . . . . 


-do. 


Pennsylvania...  Greene. 


Cliurksville, 
borough  of. 


II  420476A-01 .  Dcpartirent  of  Community  Affairs, 

Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17120. 
Pennsylvania  Insurance  Department, 
108  Finance  Bldg.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 


City  Engineer,  Department  of  Public  June  7,  1071. 
Works,  777  Pearl  St.,  Eugene,  Oreg.  Oct.  31,  107.5. 
07401. 


City  Recorder,  City  Hall,  Wood  \  il-  May  10,  1074. 
lage,  Oreg.  No  Zip. 

Natural  Resource  Planner,  City  of  Dec.  13.  1974. 
Maupin,  502  East  5lh  St.,  The  Dal-  Oct.  31, 1975. 
les,  Oreg.  970.58. 

^Fayor,  C^hmk.sville,  Pa.  1.5322 . Nov.  15, 1074. 

Oct.  31, 1075. 


Do . 

Do . 

Luzerne . 

..  W  yoming, 

borough  of. 

H  4206338  01 
through 

11  420633B  02 

H  421144A  01 

17120. 

_ do . 

Do . 

township  of. 

through 

H  421144A  05 

U  421707A  01 

Do . 

of. 

through 

11  421707A  04 

H  422234A  01 

Do . 

Armstrong . 

township  of. 

..  North  Apcllo, 

through 

11  422234A  09 

H  422300A  01.... 

South  Carolina.. 

Florence . 

borough  of. 

..  Florence,  city  of... 

II  450fl78A  01... 

..  South  Carolina  Water  Resources  Com- 

'Texas . 

Ochiltree  and 

Booker,  cil  v  of _ 

11  480444 A  01... 

mission,  P.O.  Box  4515,  Columbia, 
S.C.  29240. 

South  Carolina  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  2711  Middleburg  St.,  Colum¬ 
bia,  S.C.292C4. 

..  Texas  W  ater  Development  Board, 

Utah . 

Lipscomb. 

.  Davis . 

...  F'annington, 

11  490044A  01 

P.O.  Box  13017,  Capitol  Station, 
Austin,  Tex.  78711. 

Texas  Insurance  Department,  1110 
San  Jacinto  St.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701. 
Department  of  Natuial  Lestu'ces, 

Do . 

.  Garfleld . 

city  of.  through 

11  490644A  02 

...  Panquitch,  city  of.  II  490070A  01... 

Division  of  Water  Resources,  State 
Capitol  Bldg.,  Boom  435,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84114. 

U  tah  Insurance  Department,  115  State 
Capitol,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84114. 

. do . 

Do . 

.  II  490167 A  01... 

Virginia. . . 

.  Independent _ 

...  Fredericksburg, 

11  510065A  01 

Bureau  of  Water  Control  Manage 

Do . 

.  King  William.. 

city  of. 

...  West  Point, 

through 

11  510065A  02 

H  510083A  01 

'  ment.  State  Water  Control  Board, 
P.O.  Box  11143,  Richmond,  Va. 
23-230. 

Viiginia  Insurance  Department,  700 
'  Blanton,  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  1157, 

Richmond,  Va.  ^-209. 

. do . - . 

Washington.... 

.  King . 

town  of. 

...  Nonnandy  Park, 

through 

H  510083A  04 

H  530084A  01 

Department  of  Ecology,  Olympia, 

Do . 

.  Spokane . 

city  of. 

...  Medical  Lake, 

through 

11  530084A  02 

H  .530179A  01 

Wash.  98501. 

W  ashington  Insurance  Depaitinent, 
Insurance  Bldg.,  Olympaa,  Wash. 
98501. 

. do . 

Wisconsin . 

..  Racine . 

town  of. 

...  Sturtevaut, 

through 

II  530179A  02 

11  550353A  01.. 

...  Department  of  Natural  Resources, 

village  of. 

P.O.  Box  450,  Madison,  Wls.  53701. 
Wisconsin  Insurance  Department,  201 
East  Washington  Ave.,  Madison, 
Wls.  53703. 

Borough  (’ouneil  President,  120  2d 
St.,  Wyoming,  Pa.  18644. 

Township  Board  of  Supervisors, 
Chairman,  5601  Buffalo  Rd.,  Har- 
borcreek.  Pa.  16421. 

W  ood  Townshm  Supervisors,  Chair¬ 
man,  Wood,  Pa.  1W94. 


Feb.  9,  1073. 
Mar.  22,  1974. 
Oct.  31,  1075. 
Sept.  13,  1074. 
Oct.  31,  1975. 

Dec.  20,  1974. 
Oct.  31,  1975. 

Township  Supervisors,  Chairman,  Dec.  13,  1974. 
Township  of  West  Manheim,  Rural 
Delivery  No.  1,  Hanover,  Pa.  17331. 

Borough  Council  President,  Box  207,  Jan.  31,  1975. 

North  Apollo,  Pa.  15673.  Oit.  31,  1075. 

City  Manager,  Drawer  A  A,  City  May  31,  1074. 
County  Complex,  Florence,  S.C.  Oct.  31,  1975. 
29501. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Booker,  Tex.  70005. 


Mayor;  City  Hall,  F'aimington,  Utah 
810-25. 


May  24, 1074. 
Oct.  31, 1075. 


June  28,  1074. 
Oct.  31, 1075. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Panquitch,  Utah  June  28, 1974 
84759. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Midway,  Utah 
84049. 

CIW  Manager,  City  Hall,  Box  239, 
Fredericksburg,  Va.  22401. 


June  28, 1974. 
Oct.  31, 1975. 
June  21,  1074. 
Oct.  31,  1975. 


Mayor,  Town  Office,  West  Point,  Va. 
23181. 


Park,  Wash.  98166. 


Lake,  Wash.  99022. 


vant,  Wls.  53177. 


May  31,  lo74. 
Oct.  31,  1075. 


Oct.  31,  1975. 


June  7, 1974. 
Oct.  31,  1975. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xin  of  the  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968) ,  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secre¬ 
tary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27, 1969) . 


Issued;  October  23,  1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-29756  Filed  ll-6-75;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  FI-776 ) 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  County 
of  Mobile,  Alabama 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  FR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  the  County 
of  Mobile,  Alabama,  as  an  eligible  com- 
mimity  and  included  Map  No.  H  015008 
28,  which  indicates  that  the  subdivision 
known  as  Rabbit  Creek  Estates,  Mobile 
County,  Alabama,  as  recorded  in  Map 
Book  25,  Page  88,  in  the  office  of  the 
Judge  of  the  Probate  Court  of  Mobile 
County,  Alabama,  is  in  its  entirety  with¬ 
in  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration,  after  further  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  map  in  light  of 
additional,  recently  acquired  flood  infor¬ 
mation,  that  Lots  1-6  and  10-15  of  the 
above  mentioned  subdivision  are  within 
Zone  C,  and  Lots  7-9  are  within  Zone  B, 
and  are  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  The  map  amendment  is  not 
based  on  the  placement  of  All  on  the 
above  named  property  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  rate  map.  Accordingly,  effec¬ 
tive  December  15,  1970,  Map  No.  H 
015008  28  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued;  October  15,  1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc .75-29872  Filed  11-5-75; 8; 46  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-7761 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Arvada,  Colorado 

On  July  13,  1972,  in  37  FR  13715,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Arvada,  Colorado,  as  an  eligible  com¬ 
munity  and  Included  Map  No.  H  085072 
04,  which  indicates  that  Lot  4,  Oak  Sub¬ 
division,  Arvada,  Colorado,  as  recorded 
in  Book  30,  Page  33,  in  the  office  of  the 
Clerk  and  Recorder  of  Jefferson  County, 


Colorado,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 
view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  above  mentioned  property 
is  within  Zone  B,  and  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  The  map 
amendment  is  not  based  on  the  place¬ 
ment  of  fill  on  the  above  named  property 
after  the  effective  date  of  the  rate  map. 
Accordingly,  effective  May  1,  1971,  Map 
No.  H  085072  04  is  hereby  corrected  to  re¬ 
flect  that  the  above  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued;  October  15,  1975, 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-29873  Filed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 

(Docket  No.  FI-327] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 

On  August  12,  1974,  in  39  FR  28888, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  were  available  for 
public  inspection.  This  list  included  the 
City  of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No.  H 
190187  01  which  indicates  that  Lots  328 
through  369,  Northbrook  Unit  Vn,  Ce¬ 
dar  Rapids,  Iowa,  as  recorded  in  Volume 
19,  page  80  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder 
of  Linn  County,  Iowa,  are  in  their  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insiurance  Administration,  after  fur¬ 
ther  technical  review  of  the  above  map 
in  light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  Information,  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective  August  2, 
1974,  Map  No.  H  190187  01  is  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  to  reflect  that  the  above  property 
is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974). 

Issued:  October  21, 1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 
(FR  Doc.75-29874  Filed  11-6-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-134] 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  Borough 
of  Chatham,  New  Jersey 

On  May  24,  1973,  in  38  FR  13646,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  This  list  included  the  Bor¬ 
ough  of  Chatham,  New  Jersey,  as  an 
eligible  community  and  included  Map  No. 
H  340338  02,  which  indicates  that  Lot 
3/7,  Block  148,  Borough  of  Chatham, 
New  Jersey,  as  recorded  in  Deed  Book 
2325,  Page  341,  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk 
of  Morris  County,  New  Jersey,  is  in  its 
entirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insiurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  that  the  above 
mentioned  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
effective  June  1,  1973,  Map  No.  H  340338 
02  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  PR  2787,  January  24, 1974.) 

Issued:  October 21, 1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

I  PR  Doc .75-29875  Filed  11-5-76; 8; 45  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-3211 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Chaiiotte,  North  Carolina 

On  August  6,  1974,  in  39  FR  28265,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  This  list  included  the  City 
of  Charlotte,  North  Carolina,  as  an  eligi¬ 
ble  community  and  included  Map  No. 
H  370159  21,  which  indicates  that  Lot 
49,  Block  22,  Starmont  #5  Subdivision, 
Charlotte,  North  Carolina,  as  recorded 
in  Map  Book  9,  Page  385,  in  the  office 
of  the  Register  of  Deeds  for  Mecklen¬ 
burg  County,  North  Carolina,  is  in  its 
entirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  Information,  that  the  above 
mentioned  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
effective  June  28,  1974,  Map  No.  H 
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370159  21  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretcu^’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FB  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  October  20, 1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-29876  Filed  ll-6-76;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  FI-748] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  Town  of 
Washington,  North  Carolina 

On  February  8,  1973,  in  638  FR  3582, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  were  available  for 
public  inspection.  This  list  included  the 
Town  of  Washington  Park,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  as  an  eligible  community  and  in¬ 
cluded  Map  No.  H  370268  01,  which  in¬ 
dicates  that  Lot  3,  Block  11,  Washington 
Park,  North  Carolina,  as  recorded  in  Plat 
Cabinet  A,  Slide  30,  in  the  office  of  the 
Register  of  Deeds  of  Beaufort  County, 
North  Carolina,  is  in  its  entirety  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration,  after  further  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  map  in  light 
of  additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation,  'that  the  above  mentioned 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective 
February  9,  1973,  Map  No.  H  370268  01 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FB  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  PR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  October  20, 1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-29877  Filed  ll-5-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  PI-270] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 
Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Grove  City,  Ohio 

On  May  17,  1974,  in  39  FR  17523,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 


Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard  Bound¬ 
ary  Maps  were  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion.  This  list  included  the  City  of  Grove 
City,  Ohio,  as  an  eligible  community  and 
included  Map  No.  H  390173  04  which  in¬ 
dicates  that  a  part  of  Brook  Park  Sec¬ 
tion  2,  Grove  City,  Ohio,  as  recorded  in 
Plat  Book  50,  Page  4  in  the  Office  of  the 
Recorder  of  Franklin  Covmty,  Ohio,  is 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It 
has  been  determined  by  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administration,  after  further 
tec  'inical  reviev/  of  the  above  map  in  light 
of  additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation,  that  Lots  1  through  18,  and  29 
of  the  above  property  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
effective  May  17, 1974,  Map  No.  H  390173 
04  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  these 
lots  are  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33 
FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator,  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  October  22, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-29878  Filed  11-6-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-288] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  Village  of 
Groveport,  Ohio 

On  June  13,  1974,  in  39  FR  2695,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  were  available  for 
public  inspection.  This  list  included  the 
Village  of  Groveport,  Ohio,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No.  H 
390174  02  which  indicates  that  a  portion 
of  Hamilton  Downs  Section  1,  Groveport, 
Ohio,  as  recorded  in  Plat  Book  50,  Pages 
15  and  16  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder 
of  Franklin  County,  Ohio,  is  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 
view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  Lots  1  through  109,  and  Re¬ 
serves  B  and  C  of  the  above  property  are 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly,  effective  May  31, 1974, 
Map  No.  H  390174  02  is  hereby  corrected 
to  reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
UH.C.  4001-4128);  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 


34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  at  amended 
by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974) 

Issued:  October  21, 1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-29879  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  FI-749] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma 

On  August  17,  1971,  in  36  FR  15532, 
Uie  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Areas  end  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Rate  Maps  were  available  for 
public  inspection.  This  list  included  the 
City  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No.  H 
405381  15  which  indicates  that  Pads  105 
through  116,  132  through  160,  201,  202, 
211  through  214,  301,  302,  303,  310 
through  314,  321,  322,  323,  401,  402,  409, 
410,  411,  507,  508,  601  through  639,  651 
through  683,  701  through  725,  801 
through  819,  and  901  through  919,  Cherry 
Hills  Mobile  Home  Park,  Tulsa,  Okla¬ 
homa,  as  recorded  in  Book  3927,  Page 
1949  of  Document  76086  in  the  office  of 
the  Clerk  of  Tulsa  County,  Oklahoma, 
are  in  thefr  entirety  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istration,  after  further  technical  review 
of  the  above  map  in  light  of  additional, 
recently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  property  is  within  Zone  B,  and 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  The  map  amendment  is  not  based 
on  the  placement  of  All  on  the  above 
named  property  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the 
community.  Accordingly,  effective  No¬ 
vember  20,  1970,  Map  No.  H  405381  15  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  (’Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tor  34  FR  2680,  February  27, 1969,  as  amended 
by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  October  20. 1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-29880  Filed  ll-6-7S;8;46  am] 


[Docket  No.  PI-279] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Richardson,  Texas 

On  June  3,  1974,  in  39  FR  19466,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  215 — THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  6,  1975 


51634 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


lished  a  list  ot  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  This  list  included  the  City 
of  Richardson,  Texas,  as  an  eligible  com- 
mimity  and  included  Map  No.  H  480184 
09  which  indicates  that  Lot  36,  Block  10, 
University  Estates  No.  3-A,  Richardson. 
Texas,  as  recorded  in  Volume  72036, 
Pages  1095  through  1101  in  the  office  of 
the  Clerk  of  Dallas  County,  Texas,  is  in 
its  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  re¬ 
cently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
effective  May  24, 1974,  Map  No.  H  480184 
09  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  PR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
UH.C.  4001-4128);  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tor  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued;  October  21, 1975. 

Richard  Krimm  , 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  DOC.7&-29881  Piled  ll-S-75;8:45  ami 

(Docket  No.  FI-7551 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Chesapeake,  Virginia 

On  July  18.  1970,  in  35  FR  11586,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  This  list  included  the  City 
of  Chesapeake.  Virginia,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No.  H 
510034  01  which  indicates  that  Lot  20, 
Raleigh  Place  Section  9,  Chesapeake. 
Virginia,  as  recorded  in  Map  Book  59. 
Page  6  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Cffiesapeake,  Virginia,  is 
in  its  entirety  within  the  Special  Rood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  recently 
acquired  flood  information,  that  the 
above  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  effec- 
Uve  July  18.  1970,  Map  No.  H  510034  01  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insvurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  ot  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33 
FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended 


(42  UH.C.  4001-4128);  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,'  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  Janviary  24,  1974). 

Issued;  October  20, 1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-29882  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  FI-4541 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for 
Chesterfield  County,  Virginia 

On  January  28,  1975,  in  40  F.R.  4134, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Rood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  w’here  Rood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  were  available  for 
public  inspection.  This  list  Included 
Chesterfield  County,  Virginia,  as  an  eligi¬ 
ble  community  and  included  Map  No. 
H  510035  70  which  indicates  that  Lot  35, 
Block  A,  Section  3,  Kendale  Acres,  Ches¬ 
terfield  County,  Virginia,  as  recorded  in 
Plat  Book  22,  Pages  13  through  15  in  the 
office  of  the  Clerk  of  Chesterfield  County, 
Virginia,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the 
Special  Rood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Rood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  10,  1975,  Map  No.  H  510035  70  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  struc¬ 
ture  on  the  above  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Secretair’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1969,  as  amended 
by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974.) 

Issued;  October  20,  1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-29883  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  PI-754] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for 
Fairfax  County,  Virginia 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  FR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Rood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  Fairfax 
Coimty,  Virginia,  as  an  eligible  commu¬ 
nity  and  included  Map  No.  H  515525  21 
which  indicates  that  Lot  48,  Section  One, 


Chalet  Woods  Subdivision  being  14830 
Cranoke  Street,  Centreville,  Virginia,  as 
recorded  in  Deed  Book  2906,  Page  307  in 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  of 
Fairfax  County,  Virginia,  is  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently 
acquired  flood  information,  that  the 
above  property  is  within  Zone  C,  and  not 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area. 
The  map  amendment  is  not  based  on  the 
placement  of  fill  on  the  above  named 
property  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the  com¬ 
munity.  Accordingly,  effective  June  17, 
1970,  Map  No.  H  515525  21  is  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  to  reflect  that  the  above  property 
is  not  within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard 
Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UH.C.  4001-4128;  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tor,  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974.) 

Issued;  October  21,  1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-29884  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 
(Docket  No.  FI-753] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for 
Fairfax  County,  Virginia 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  FR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Rood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  Fairfax 
County,  Virginia,  as  an  eligible  commu¬ 
nity  and  included  Map  No.  H  515525  24 
which  indicates  that  Lot  195,  Section  4, 
Pohick  Estates  Subdivision,  being  8731 
LaGrange  Street,  Lorton,  Fairfax  Coun¬ 
ty,  Virginia,  as  recorded  in  Deed  Book 
2871,  Page  463  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Court  of  Fairfax  County,  Virginia,  is 
in  its  entirety  within  the  Special  Rood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  re¬ 
cently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  structure  on  the  above  property  is 
within  Zone  C,  and  not  within  the  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Area.  The  map  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  based  on  the  placement  of 
fill  on  the  above  named  property  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Map  of  the  community.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  effective  June  17,  1970,  Map  No. 
H  515525  24  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  structure  on  the  above  property 
is  not  within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard 
Area. 
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(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tor,  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  October  20,  1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-29885  FUed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-7511 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for 
Fairfax  County,  Virginia 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  PR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  Fairfax  Coun¬ 
ty,  Virginia,  as  an  eligible  community 
and  included  Map  No.  H  51552  18  which 
indicates  that  Lot  439A,  Section  7,  Can¬ 
terbury  Woods  Subdivision,  being  5003 
Althea  Drive,  Fairfax  County,  Virginia, 
as  recorded  in  Deed  Book  3199,  Page  331 
in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Court, 
Fairfax  County,  Virginia,  is  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administration,  after  fur¬ 
ther  technical  review  of  the  above  map 
in  light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  structure  on 
the  above  property  is  within  Zone  C,  and 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  The  map  amendment  is  not  based 
on  the  placement  of  All  on  the  above 
named  property  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the 
community.  Accordingly,  effective  June 
17,  1970,  Map  No,  H  515525  18  Is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  structure  on 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tor  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974). 

Issued:  October  21,  1975. 

Richard  Krimm, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-29886  Piled  ll-5-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-760] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for 
Fairfax  County,  Virginia 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  FR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 


Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  Fairfax 
County,  Virginia,  as  an  eligible  commu¬ 
nity  and  included  Map  No.  H  515525  04 
which  indicates  that  Lot  3  of  a  Subdivi¬ 
sion  of  a  Portion  of  the  Property  of 
Louise  R.  Hartley,  being  935  Swinks  Mill 
Road,  McLean,  Virginia,  as  recorded  in 
Book  4249,  Page  644  in  the  office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Court  of  Fairfax  County, 
Virginia,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 
view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  within  Zone  B,  and  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  The  map 
amendment  is  not  based  on  the  place¬ 
ment  of  fill  on  the  above  named  property 
after  the  effective  date  of  the  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Rate  Map  of  the  community. 
Accordingly,  effective  June  17,  1970,  Map 
No.  H  515525  04  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968) ,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128) ;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680.  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) . 

Issued:  October  22,  1975, 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-29887  Filed  ll-5-76;8:46  am] 


Title  26 — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 
|T.D.  7389] 

PART  ll-<-TEMPORARY  INCOME  TAX  REG¬ 
ULATIONS  UNDER  THE  EMPLOYEE  RE¬ 
TIREMENT  INCOME  SECURITY  ACT  OF 
1974 

Temporary  Regulations  Relating  to  Disclo¬ 
sure  Statements  Regarding  Individual 
Retirement  Accounts,  Individual  Retire¬ 
ment  Annuities,  and  Endowment  Con¬ 
tracts 

This  document  contains  temporary  in¬ 
come  tax  regulations  (26  CFR  Part  11) 
under  section  407(1)  of  the  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Code  of  1954  as  added  by  section 
2002  of  the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-406,  88 
Stat.  958) ,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“Act”,  in  order  to  provide  rules  for  the 
issuance  of  disclosure  statements  to  in¬ 
dividuals  for  whom  an  individual  retire¬ 
ment  account,  an  individual  retirement 
annuity,  or  an  endowment  contract  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  408(b)  of  the  Code  is 
established  pursuant  to  section  408(1)  of 
the  Code.  These  temporary  regulations 
are  to  remain  in  force  and  effect  until 
superseded  by  permanent  regulations. 
Section  408(1)  of  the  Code  requires.  In 
part,  that  tlie  trustee  of  an  individual 


retirement  account  and  the  issuer  of  an 
endowment  contract  described  in  section 
408(b)  or  an  individual  retirement  an¬ 
nuity  make  a  report  regarding  such  ac¬ 
count,  contract,  or  annuity  to  the  in¬ 
dividuals  for  whom  the  account,  con¬ 
tract,  or  annuity  is,  or  is  to  be, 
maintained  with  respect  to  contributions, 
distributions,  and  such  other  matters  as 
set  forth  in  regulations.  The  time  and 
manner  of  furnishing  such  reports  is  also 
left  to  regulatory  prescription. 

The  temporary  regulations  provide 
that  a  disclosure  statement  must  be  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  “benefited  individual”  for 
whom  such  account,  contract,  or  annuity 
is  established.  Furthermore,  a  copy  of 
the  Instrument  which  establishes  such 
account,  contract,  or  annuity  must  ac¬ 
company  the  disclosure  statement. 

A  disclosure  statement  must  be  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  benefited  Individual  not 
later  than  the  seventh  day  preceding  the 
date  on  which  the  account,  contract,  or 
annuity  is  established.  However,  if  the 
account,  contract,  or  annuity  permits 
the  benefited  individual  to  revoke  the  ac¬ 
count,  contract,  or  annuity  within  at 
least  seven  days,  then  the  disclosure 
statement  may  be  furnished  on  the  date 
of  establishment.  A  special  disclosure 
statement  is  required  to  be  furnished  no 
later  than  the  30th  day  after  the  date 
an  amendment  to  the  account,  contract, 
or  annuity  becomes  effective  or  is  adopted 
(whichever  is  later) .  If  an  account,  con¬ 
tract,  or  annuity  has  already  been  estab¬ 
lished,  purchased,  or  amended  before  No¬ 
vember  30,  1975,  a  disclosure  statement 
must  be  furnished  not  later  than 
December  31,  1975. 

The  contents  of  the  disclosure  state¬ 
ment  required  under  the  temporary  reg¬ 
ulations  involve  three  different  catego¬ 
ries.  All  information  must  be  set  forth  in 
non-technical  language.  First,  the  reg¬ 
ulations  require  concise  explanations  of 
the  statutory  requirements  of  the  ac¬ 
count,  contract,  or  annuity,  and  of  the 
statutory  limitations  and  restrictions  on 
the  retirement  savings  deduction. 

The  second  category  consists  of  state¬ 
ments  describing,  among  other  things, 
the  statutory  prohibitions  against  engag¬ 
ing  in  prohibited  transactions,  borrowing 
on  or  pledging  as  security  for  a  loan  the 
accoimt,  contract,  or  annuity,  making 
distributions  before  age  59  y2.  and  mak¬ 
ing  certain  accumulations. 

The  third  category  requires  a  financial 
disclosure,  in  accordance  with  the  de¬ 
scription  set  forth  in  the  temporary  reg¬ 
ulations,  for  the  first  five  taxable  years 
during  which  contributions  are  to  be 
made,  and  for  the  years  during  which 
the  benefited  individual  attains  ages  60, 
65  and  70. 

The  disclosure  statement  required  to  be 
issued  in  relation  to  an  amendment  of 
an  account,  contract,  or  annuity  need 
only  contain  those  matters  which  are 
affected  by  such  amendment. 

Adoption  of  Regulations 

In  order  to  prescribe  temporary  in¬ 
come  tax  regulations  pursuant  to  section 
408(1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954,  as  added  by  section  2002  of  the  Em¬ 
ployee  Retirement  Income  Security  Act 
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of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-406,  88  Stat.  958), 
relating  to  disclosure  statements  to  an 
individual  for  whom  is  established  an 
individual  retirement  account,  individual 
retirement  annuity,  or  endowment  con¬ 
tract  described  in  section  408  (b) ,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  regulations  are  hereby  adopted : 

§  11.408(i)— 1  DisMrlosurc  statements  re¬ 
garding  individual  retirement  ac¬ 
counts,  individual  retirement  annui¬ 
ties,  and  endowment  contracts  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  408(b). 

(a)  Requirement  of  disclosure  state¬ 
ment.  Under  the  authority  contained  in 
section  408(i),  a  disclosure  statement 
shall  be  furnished  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  section  by  the  trustee 
of  an  individual  retirement  account  or 
the  issuer  of  an  individual  retirement 
annuity  or  of  an  endowment  contract 
described  in  section  408(b)  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“benefited  individual”)  for  whom  the  ac¬ 
count,  contract,  or  annuity  is  established. 
Such  disclosure  statement  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  copy  of  the  instrument 
which  establishes  the  account,  contract, 
or  annuity. 

(b)  Time  fenr  furnishing  disclosure 
statement — (1)  General  rule.  Except  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this 
section,  a  disclosure  statement  required 
by  this  section  shall  (except  in  the  case 
of  a  disclosure  statement  relating  to  an 
amendment)  be  furnished  to  the  bene¬ 
fited  individual  not  later  than  the  sev¬ 
enth  day  preceding  the  date  on  which 
the  individual  retirement  account,  indi¬ 
vidual  retirement  annuity,  or  endow¬ 
ment  contract  Is  established  on  his  be¬ 
half.  Such  disclosure  statement  may  be 
furnished  on  the  date  of  establishment 
if  the  benefited  individual  is  permitted 
to  revoke  the  account,  annuity  or  con¬ 
tract  within  at  least  seven  days  of  such 
establishment  date.  A  disclosure  state¬ 
ment  relating  to  an  amendment  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section 
shall  be  furnished  to  the  benefited  indi¬ 
vidual  not  later  than  the  30th  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  later  of  the  date  on  which  the 
amendment  becomes  effective  or  the  date 
on  which  it  is  adopted. 

(2)  Accounts,  annuities,  or  contracts 
established  or  amended  before  November 
30,  1975.  In  the  case  of  an  account, 
annuity,  or  contract  described  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  which  is  estab¬ 
lished,  purchased,  or  amended  before  No¬ 
vember  30, 1975,  the  disclosure  statement 
required  bv  this  section  with  respect  to 
such  establishment,  purchase,  or  amend¬ 
ment  shall  be  furnished  to  the  benefited 
individual  not  later  than  December  31, 
1975. 

(c)  Contents  of  disclosure  statement. 
Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  secti(m,  the  disclosure  statement  re¬ 
quired  by  this  section  shall  set  forth  in 
non-technlcal  language  the  following 
matters; 

( 1 )  Concise  explanations  of — 

(i)  The  statutory  requirements  with 
respect  to  the  account,  annuity  or  con¬ 
tract  (as  the  case  may  be)  as  prescribed 
in  section  408(a)  (relating  to  an  indi¬ 


vidual  retirement  account)  and  section 
408(b)  (relating  to  an  individual  retire¬ 
ment  annuity  and  an  endowment  con¬ 
tract)  . 

(ii)  The  limitations  and  restrictions  on 
the  deduction  for  retirement  savings 
under  section  219. 

(2)  Statements  to  the  effect  that — 

(i)  If  the  benefited  individual  or  his 
beneficiary  engages  in  a  prohibited 
transaction  described  in  section  4975(c) 
w'ith  respect  to  an  individual  retirement 
account,  the  accoimt  will  lose  its  exemp¬ 
tion  from  tax  by  reason  of  section  408(e) 
(2)  (A),  and  the  owner  of  the  account 
must  include  in  gross  income  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  account. 

(ii)  If  the  owner  of  an  individual  re¬ 
tirement  annuity  or  endowment  con¬ 
tract  described  in  section  408(b)  bor¬ 
rows  any  money  under  or  by  use  of  such 
annuity  or  contract,  then,  under  section 
408(e)  (3) ,  such  annuity  or  contract  loses 
its  section  408(b)  classification  and  the 
owner  must  include  in  gross  income  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  annuity  or  en¬ 
dowment  contract. 

(iii)  If  a  benefited  individual  pledges 
an  individual  retirement  accoimt  as  se¬ 
curity  for  a  loan,  then,  under  section 
408(e)(4),  the  portion  so  pledged  is 
treated  as  distributed  to  such  individual. 

(Iv)  An  additional  tax  of  10  percent 
is  imposed  by  section  408(f)  on  certain 
distributions  made  before  the  benefited 
individual  has  attained  age  5C^. 

(v)  Section  2039(c)  (relating  to  ex¬ 
emption  from  estate  tax  of  annuities 
under  certain  trusts  and  plans)  is  not 
applicable  to  an  individual  retirement 
account,  individual  retirement  annuity, 
or  endowment  contract  described  in  sec¬ 
tion  408(b) . 

(vi)  Section  402(e)  (relating  to  tax  on 
lump  sum  distributions)  is  not  appli¬ 
cable  to  distributions  from  an  individual 
retirement  account,  an  individual  retire¬ 
ment  annuity,  or  an  endowment  contract 
described  in  section  408(b) . 

(vii)  An  excise  tax  is  imposed  under 
section  4973  on  excess  contributions. 

(viii)  An  excise  tax  may  be  imposed 
on  the  payee  under  section  4974,  relating 
to  certain  accumulations. 

(ix)  Further  information  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  any  district  office  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

(x)  (If  applicable)  the  benefited  indi¬ 
vidual  is  entitled  to  revoke  the  account, 
annuity  or  contract  within  at  least  seven 
days  of  the  date  of  establishment. 

(3)  The  financial  disclosure  required 
by  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section. 

(d)  Disclosure  statements  regarding 
amendments.  In  the  case  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  terms  of  an  account,  an¬ 
nuity,  or  contract  described  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  the  disclosure 
statement  required  by  this  section  need 
not  repeat  material  contained  in  the 
statement  furnished  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section,  but  it  miist  set 
forth  In  ncm-technical  language  those 
matters  described  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section  which  are  affected  by  such 
amendment. 


(e)  Financial  disclosure.  With  respect 
to  an  account,  contract,  or  annuity  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section, 
the  disclosure  statement  must  set  forth 
unless  prohibited  by  State  or  Federal  law 
or  regulation  in  effect  on  November  1, 
1975— 

(1)  In  cases  where  either  an  amount 
is  guaranteed  over  a  period  of  time  (such 
as  in  the  case  of  a  non-participating  in¬ 
surance  or  annuity  contract) ,  or  a 
projection  df  growth  of  the  value  of  the 
account,  contract,  or  annuity  can  rea¬ 
sonably  be  made  (such  as  in  the  case  of 
a  participating  insurance  or  annuity 
contract,  or  a  typical  savings  account), 
the  amount  of  money  that  would  be 
available  to  the  benefited  individual  if 
the  purchaser  (i)  were  to  make  level 
annual  contributions  of  an  assumed 
amount,  and  (ii)  were  to  withdraw  such 
account,  contract,  or  annuity  at  the  end 
of  each  of  the  first  5  years  during  which 
contributions  are  to  be  made,  and  at  the 
end  of  each  of  the  years  in  which  the 
purchaser  attains  the  ages  of  60,  65  and 
70. 

(2)  In  all  cases  not  subject  to  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (1)  of  this  section  (such  as  in 
the  case  of  a  mutual  fund),  a  descrip¬ 
tion  (in  non-technical  language)  with 
respect  to  the  benefited  individual’s  in¬ 
terest  in  the  account,  annuity,  or  con¬ 
tract,  of; 

(i)  Each  type  of  charge  which  may  be 
made  against  a  contribution  made  by  or 
on  behalf  of  such  individual, 

(ii)  The  method  for  computing  and 
allocating  annual  earnings,  and 

(iii)  Each  charge  (other  than  those 
described  in  complying  with  paragraphs 
(e)  (2)  (i)  and  (ii)  of  this  section)  which 
may  be  applied  to  such  interest  in  de¬ 
termining  the  net  amount  of  money 
available  to  the  benefited  Individual. 

(f)  Penalty  for  failure  to  furnish  dis¬ 
closure  statement.  The  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  6693,  relating  to  failure  to  provide 
reports  on  individual  retirement  ac¬ 
counts  or  annuities,  shall  apply  to  any 
trustee  or  issuer  who  fails  to  deliver  a 
disclosure  statement  in  accordance  with 
this  section. 

Because  of  the  need  for  immediate 
guidance  with  respect  to  the  provisions 
contained  in  this  Treasury  decision,  it  is 
found  impracticable  to  issue  it  with  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  thereon  under 
subsection  (b)  of  section  553  of  title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code  or  subject  to  the 
effective  date  limitation  of  subsection 

(d)  of  that  section. 

(This  Treasury  decision  is  issued  under 
the  authority  contained  in  sections  408 
(i)  and  7805  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  (88  Stat.  964,  68A  Stat.  917; 
26  U.S.C.  408 (i)  and  7805.) 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved;  November  3,  1975. 

Charles  M.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.76-29839  FUed  11-3-75;  11:05  am] 
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Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

I  COD  74-196] 

PART  110— ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 

Special  Anchorage  Areas,  Henderson 
Harbor,  N.Y. 

This  amendment  to  the  anchorage 
Regruietions  relocates  special  anchorage 
Area  B  in  Henderson  Harbor,  New  York, 
300  feet  to  the  north  of  its  present  posi¬ 
tion.  The  size  of  the  anchorage  area 
would  remain  the  same. 

The  relocation  is  necessary  in  order  to 
allow  unobstructed  access  to  Graham 
Creek.  The  present  location  of  the  an¬ 
chorage  area  places  the  southwest  cor¬ 
ner  of  the  area  in  the  middle  of  the 
Graham  Creek  channel. 

The  relocation  of  the  anchorage  will 
clear  the  channel  and  increase  vessels 
safety,  therefore  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  are  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
and  the  amendment  will  become  effective 
in  less  than  thirty  dasrs. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
110  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  110.87  [.Amended] 

In  §  110.87(b),  by  striking  the  figure 
“700  feet”  and  inserting  the  figm'e  “1000 
feet”  in  place  thereof. 

(Sec.  1.28  Stat.  647,  as  amended  (33  XT.S.C. 
258):  Sec.  6(g)  (1)  (c),  80  Stat.  937  (49  U.S.C. 
1666(g)(1)(c):  49  CPB  1.46(c)(3);  6  U.S.C. 
668(b)(3)(B)). 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  December  8, 1975. 

Dated:  October  31, 1975. 

D.  J.  Riley, 

Captain,  V.S.  Coast  Guard.  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Marine, 
Environment  and  Systems. 

IFR  Doc.75-29861  FUcd  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


ICGD  74-300] 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Coney  island  Creek,  N.Y. 

This  amendment  changes  the  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  City  of  New  York  high¬ 
way  bridge  at  Harway  (Cropsey)  Ave¬ 
nue  across  Coney  Island  Ch’eek  to  delete 
the  requirement  that  the  draw  be  re¬ 
stored  to  operable  condition  within  6 
months  after  notification  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant  to  do  so.  This  amendment  was 
circulated  as  a  public  notice  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  5,  1975  by  the  Commander,  Third 
Coast  Guard  District  and  was  published 
in  the  Pedekal  Recister  as  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  (CGD  74-300)  on 
January  29, 1975  (40  FR  4317) .  One  reply 
was  received  which  had  no  objection  to 
the  proposed  change. 

Also,  editorial  changes  in  §  117.190(f) 
are  made  lor  purposes  of  clarification. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  tiie 


Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  revising  §  117.100(f)  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  117.190  Navigable  waters  in  the  Slate 
of  New  York  and  their  tributaries; 
bridges  where  constant  attendance  of 
draw  tenders  is  not  required. 

*  *  «  «  ♦ 

(f)  *  ♦  * 

(1)  The  draws  of  the  following  bridges 
need  not  open  for  the  passage  of  vessels 
and  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (b) 
through  (e)  of  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  these  bridges. 

(1)  Arm  of  Eastchester  Bay,  City  of 
New  York  highway  bridge  between  Rod- 
man  Neck  and  City  Island. 

(ii)  Bronx  River,  City  of  New  York 
highway  bridge  at  Westchester  Avenue. 

(iii)  Bronx  River,  Penn  Central  rail¬ 
road  bridge  north  of  Westchester  Ave¬ 
nue. 

(iv)  Flushing  Creek;  Whitestone  Park- 
w'ay  Bridge  and  the  City  of  New  York 
highway  and  rapid  transit  bridge  at 
Roosevelt  Avenue. 

(v)  Coney  Island  Creek;  City  of  New 
York  highway  bridges  at  Harway  (Crop¬ 
sey)  Avenue  and  at  Stillwell  Avenue  and 
New  York  City  Transit  Authority  bridge 
near  Stillwell  Avenue. 

(vi)  Richmond  Creek;  city  of  New 
York  highway  bridge  at  Richmond  Ave¬ 
nue,  Staten  Island. 

(vii)  Peekskill  (Annsville)  Creek,  Penn 
Central  railroad  bridge  near  Peekskill, 
New  York. 

(viii)  Hudson  River;  State  of  New 
York  highway  (Troy-Menands)  bridge 
between  Albany  and  Rensselaer  Counties. 

(2)  Wappinger  Creek;  Penn  Central 
Railroad  bridge  at  New  Hamburg.  The 
draw  shall  open  on  signal  from  11:30 
a.m.  to  7:30  p.m.  from  May  15  through 
October  15.  At  all  other  times  the  draw 
shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  12  hours 
notice  is  given  to  the  Chief  Train  Dis¬ 
patcher,  Penn  Central  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  New  York,  N.Y. 

(3)  Lake  Champlain;  Vermont  De¬ 
partment  of  Highways  bridge  across  en¬ 
trance  to  Missisquoi  Bay,  between  Alburg 
Tongue  and  Hog  Island,  at  East  Alburg, 
Vt.  The  draw  shtill  open  on  signal  if  at 
least  24  hours  notice  is  given. 

(4)  Missisquoi  Bay,  Lake  Champlain, 
Vt.;  Central  Vermont  Railway  draw¬ 
bridge.  Prom  June  1  through  September 
30  from  7  am.  to  11  p.m.  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal.  At  all  other  times  the 
draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  24 
hours  notice  is  given  to  Central  Vermont 
Railway,  Inc.,  St.  Albans,  Vt.  05478. 

(5)  Tonawanda  Creek;  Penn  Central 
Railroad  Company  bridge  between  Tona¬ 
wanda  and  North  Tonawanda.  From  De¬ 
cember  16  through  March  31,  the  draw 
shall  open  on  signal  if  at  lea^  12  hours 
notice  is  given.  Prom  April  1  through 
December  15,  the  draw  shall  open  on 
signal  and  shall  be  left  in  the  fully  open 
position  whenever  a  drawtender  is  not  in 
attendance. 


(6)  Tonawanda  Inner  Harbor  (Little 
River) ;  Penn  Central  Railroad  Company 
bridge  between  Island  Street,  North 
Tonawanda,  and  Tonawanda  Island.  The 
draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  24 
hours  notice  is  given. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g) 
(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1656 
(g)(2):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5),  33  CFR  1.05-1 
(c)(4)). 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be 
come  effective  on  December  8,  1975. 

Dated:  October  30,  1975. 

D.  J.  Riley, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Act¬ 
ing  Chief.  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

IFR  Doc.75-29862  Filed  11-5-76:8:45  am] 


(COD  75-087] 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Coosaw  River,  S.C. 

This  amendment  changes  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Rail¬ 
road  swing  span  across  the  Coosaw  River 
(Whale  Branch)  near  Coosaw,  S.C.,  to 
require  that  the  draw  open  on  signal 
from  6  a.m.  to  8  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  if  at  least  24  hours  notice  is  given. 
At  all  other  times  the  draw  may  remain 
closed  to  the  passage  of  vessels.  This 
amendment  was  circulated  as  a  public 
notice  dated  May  9,  1975,  by  the  Com¬ 
mander,  Seventh  Coast  Guard  District, 
and  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
(CGD  75-087)  on  May  5,  1975,  (40  FR 
19484) .  Ten  responses  were  received.  Two 
had  no  objection  to  the  proposal.  ESght 
objected  in  general  terms  to  the  proposal, 
however,  in  view  of  the  limited  requests 
for  passages  from  vessels  (21  openings 
from  January  1974  through  June  1975), 
the  Coast  Guard  feels  that  the  regula¬ 
tions  as  proposed  will  provide  for  the 
reasonable  needs  of  navigation.  If  navi¬ 
gation  increases  on  this  stretch  of  this 
waterway,  these  regulations  may  be 
amended. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  revising  paragraph  (h)  (8)  of  §  117.245 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.245  Navigable  waters  discharging 
into  the  Atlantic  Ocean  south  of  and 
including  Chesapeake  Bay  and  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  except  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  and  its  tributaries  and 
outlets ;  bridges  where  constant  at¬ 
tendance  of  draw  tenders  is  not  re¬ 
quired. 

•  »  *  «  • 

(h)  *  *  * 

(8)  Coosaw  River  (Whale  Branch). 
The  draw  of  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line 
Railroad  bridge,  mile  5.3,  and  the  draw 
of  the  U.S.  Highway  21  bridge,  mile  7.0, 
shall  open  on  signal  from  6  a.m.  to  8  pm., 
Monday  through  Friday,  if  at  least  24 
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hours  notice  is  given.  At  all  other  times, 
the  draw  need  not  open  for  the  passage 
of  ve.ssels. 

*  •  *  * 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)  (2), 

80  Stat.  933;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g) 
(2);  49  CFR  1.46(C)(5),  33  CFR  1.05-1(C) 

(4)  ). 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  December  8,  1975. 

Dated;  October  31, 1975. 

D.  J.  Riley, 

Captain.  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

IF'R  Doc.75-29863  Filed  11-6-75; 8: 45  ami 

Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

SUBTITLE  A— DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

PART  46 — PROTECTION  OF  HUMAN 
SUBJECTS 

Fetuses,  Pregnant  Women,  In  Vitro 
Fertilization 

On  August  8,  1975,  final  regulations 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(40  FR  33526)  concerning  research,  de¬ 
velopment,  and  related  activities  involv¬ 
ing  fetuses,  pregnant  women,  and  human 
in  vitro  fertilization. 

Section  46.207  thereof  provides  in  per¬ 
tinent  part  that:  “No  pregnant  woman 
may  be  involved  as  a  subject  in  an  activ¬ 
ity  covered  by  this  subpart  unless:  (1) 
The  purpose  of  the  activity  is  to  meet 
the  health  needs  of  the  mother  and  the 
fetus  will  be  placed  at  risk  only  to  the 
minimum  extent  necessary  to  meet  such 
needs.  .  ,  This  is  consistent  with  Rec¬ 
ommendation  No.  2  of  the  National  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  Protection  of  Human 
Subjects  of  Biomedical  and  Behavioral 
Research  (40  FR  33547) .  Section  46.206, 
however,  states  that;  “No  activity  to 
which  this  subpart  is  applicable  may  be 
undertaken  unless:  ,  .  .  .  (2)  Except 
where  the  purpose  of  the  activity  is  to 
meet  the  health  needs  of  the  particular 
fetus,  the  risk  to  the  fetus  is  minimal. 

. . Since  §  46.206  sets  forth  general  lim¬ 
itations  applicable  to  the  entire  subpart, 
it  imintentionally  confines  the  scope  of 
the  aforequoted  portion  of  §  46.207  to  re¬ 
search  involving  minimal  risk  to  the  fetus 
despite  the  clear  aim  of  §  46.207  to  permit 
research  involving  greater  than  minimal 
risk  to  the  fetus  where  necessary  to  meet 
the  health  needs  of  the  mother.  The 
amendment  set  forth  below  is  intended 
to  correct  this  error. 

In  view  of  the  limited  purpose  of  the 
amendment,  the  Department  finds  that 
good  cause  exists  for  dispensing  with  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

Accordingly,  section  46.206(a)  of  Sub- 
part  B  of  Part  46  of  Title  45  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  46.206  General  limitations. 

(a)  *  *  • 

(2)  Except  where  the  purpose  of  the 
activity  is  to  meet  the  health  needs  of  the 
mother  or  the  particular  fetus,  the  risk 


to  the  fetus  is  minimal  and,  in  all  cases, 
is  the  least  possible  risk  for  achieving  the 
objectives  of  the  activity. 

Dated :  October  9, 1975. 

Theodore  Cooper, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health, 

Approved;  October  31, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary. 
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Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  C— ACCOUNTS,  RECORDS  AND 
REPORTS 

[No.  36137] 

CLASSIFICATION  OF  CARRIERS 
Revision  of  Rules 

Decided  October  6,  1975. 

Service  Date  November  5, 1975. 

Upon  investigation  and  consideration 
of  views,  arguments  and  representations 
of  the  parties,  certain  revised  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations  concerning 
classification  of  carriers,  governing  rail¬ 
roads,  electric  railways,  motor  carriers 
of  property,  motor  carriers  of  passen¬ 
gers,  inland  and  coastal  waterway  car¬ 
riers  and  freight  forwarders,  are  adopted 
to  be  effective  January  1, 1976. 

Harry  J.  Breithaupt,  Jr.  and  Hollis  G. 
Duensing  for  Association  of  American 
Railroads  (AAR) ; 

Paul  Angeloff  for  Chattahoochee  In¬ 
dustrial  Railroad; 

Lawrence  R.  Temple  for  Scholastic 
Transit  Co.; 

Thomas  R.  Fugee  for  National  Ac¬ 
counting  and  Finance  Council  of  the 
American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc. 
(ATA) ; 

H.  R.  Hill  for  H.  R.  Hill  Trucking; 
Association; 

Norman  R.  Benke  for  Consolidated 
Freightw’ays; 

Thomas  Keene  for  Keene’s  Transfer, 
Inc.; 

K.  H.  Lemnah  for  Montpelier  and 
Barre  Railroad  Company;  and 
C.  L.  Packard  for  Georgia  Highway 
Express,  Inc. 

Report  of  the  Commission 
By  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
dated  April  22, 1975,  served  May  20, 1975, 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  23, 1975  (40  FR  22557) ,  the  Com¬ 
mission  made  public  that  it  had  under 
consideration  certain  revisions  to  the 
uniform  system  of  accounts  and  reports 
for  the  following  modes: 

RaUroad  Companies 

Electric  RaUways 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

Inland  aiKl  Coastal  Waterway  Carriers 

Freight  Forwarders. 

All  interested  parties  were  given  the 
opportunity  to  submit  their  views  and 
comments  in  writing  by  June  23, 1975. 


Background 

An  extended  lag  affects  the  classifica¬ 
tion  of  carriers  imder  current  account¬ 
ing  and  reporting  rules.  In  some  in¬ 
stances,  this  lag  extends  as  long  as  three 
years  after  carriers  qualify  for  reclassi¬ 
fication. 

The  Commission  believes  the  revisions 
described  in  the  appendices  hereto  will 
eliminate  undue  delays  in  reclassifica¬ 
tion  and  minimize  system  implementa¬ 
tion  problems.  The  revisions  will  also 
provide  stability  and  active  carrier  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  classification  process. 

Representations 

The  public  notification  of  the  proposed 
rulemaking  in  the  Federal  Register  pro¬ 
vided  that  any  person  desiring  to  partici¬ 
pate  could  do  so  by  filing,  within  a  pre¬ 
scribed  time,  written  statements  of 
facts,  views  or  arguments.  Comments 
received  from  the  ten  respondents  are 
summarized  below: 

The  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads  (AAR)  unequivocally  supported 
the  increase  in  the  minimum  dollar 
classification  guidelines  and  the  upward 
reclassification  of  carriers  based  on  a 
single  year’s  revenues.  However,  the 
AAR  opposed  elimination  of  the  one  year 
'transition  period  between  the  base  year 
and  effective  date  of  classification.  It 
also  opposed  the  filing  of  the  carrier 
classification  form  by  carriers  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  reclassification- 

The  Chattahoochee  Industrial  Rail¬ 
road  supported  the  increase*  in  the  mini¬ 
mum  dollar  classificataion  guidelines 
and  proposed  the  adoption  of  an  infiation 
clause  in  the  accounting  and  reporting 
rules.  This  clause  would  provide  for  au¬ 
tomatic  revision  of  the  mmimum  dollar 
classification  guidelines  in  the  event  of 
inflationary  increases.  It  also  proposed 
more  uniform  time  constraints  in  the  re¬ 
classification  process  and  contends  that 
upward  and  downward  reclassification 
should  be  effective  immediately  after  at¬ 
tainment  of  a  new  classification. 

The  National  Accounting  and  Finance 
Committee  of  the  American  Trucking 
Associations,  (ATA) ,  objected  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  requiring  all  carriers  to  file  the 
carrier  classification  form.  It  requested 
an  exemption  for  carriers  not  subject  to 
reclassification. 

Scholastic  Transit  Company  unequivo¬ 
cally  supported  the  proposal. 

Keene’s  Transfer,  Inc.  requested  an 
increase  in  the  Class  III  minimum  dol¬ 
lar  classification. 

Consolidated  Freightways  submitted 
comments  similar  to  ATA’s. 

The  California  Trucking  Association 
unequivocally  supported  the  proposal 
and  urged  the  Commission  to  limit 
exceptions. 

H.  R.  Hill  Trucking  requested  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  minimum  dollar  classifica¬ 
tion  guidelines  for  Class  HI  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property.  It  also  suggested  the 
establishment  of  separate  accounting 
and  reporting  requirements  for  contract 
motor  carriers. 

Georgia  Highway  Express  submitted 
comments  similar  to  ATA’s. 
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Discussion  and  Conclusions 

Tlie  following  discussion  is  arranged 
according  to  subject  matters  raised  by 
the  respondents. 

Carrier  Classification  Form.  The  re¬ 
spondents  generally  agreed  that  the  car¬ 
rier  classification  form  will  be  useful  and 
appropriate  but  objected  to  the  applica¬ 
bility  of  the  form  to  all  carriers.  The  As¬ 
sociation  of  American  Railroads  ob¬ 
jected  to  tJae  use  of  the  form.  The  re¬ 
spondents  believe  the  form  should  only 
be  applicable  to  carriers  subject  to  re¬ 
classification.  They  presented  statistics 
indicating  the  vast  majority  of  carriers 
will  not  be  subject  to  reclassification. 
They  also  indicated  that  revenue  fore¬ 
casting,  as  required  by  the  classification 
form,  by  carriers  not  subject  to  reclassifi¬ 
cation  will  be  a  costly  and  burdensome 
task.  Similar  comments  were  made  re¬ 
garding  the  additional  paperwork,  filing 
and  storage  requirements. 

We  have  reviewed  the  respondents’ 
arguments.  The  revisions  were  not  in¬ 
tended  to  create  additional  costs  or  bur¬ 
densome  paperwork,  filing  and  storage 
requirements.  Therefore,  the  proposed 
regulations  will  be  modified  to  require 
only  carriers  subject  to  reclassification  to 
file  the  form.  The  form  will  be  distrib¬ 
uted  at  the  end  of  the  third  calendar 
quarter  each  year  and  carriers  anticipat¬ 
ing  reclassification  will  complete  and  re¬ 
turn  the  form  along  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter.  All  carriers  subject  to  reclassifi¬ 
cation,  based  on  actual  annual  gross  car¬ 
rier  operaUng  revenues,  will  adopt  the 
new  accounting  and  reporting  rules  of 
the  appropriate  date  including  carriers 
who  failed  to  file  the  classification  form. 

Elimination  of  One-Year  Transition 
Period  for  Class  I  and  Class  IPs.  Only  the 
AAR  objected  to  the  elimination  of  the 
one-year  transition  period  on  upward  re¬ 
classification  from  Class  n  to  Class  I. 
Ihe  other  respondents  did  not  comment 
on  this  aspect  of  the  revision.  The  AAR 
stated  the  revision  fails  to  recognize  the 
greater  accounting  and  reporting  burden 
Imposed  on  Class  I  railroads.  It  believes 
the  proposed  two-month  transition  pe¬ 
riod,  (November  1  to  December  31),  Is 
not  sufficient  for  data  processing  and 
other  recordkeeping  changes.  It  also 
stated  retention  of  the  one-year  transi¬ 
tion  period  would  eliminate  the  need  for 
the  carrier  classification  form. 

We  believe  that  the  proposed  two- 
month  period  is  sufficient  for  all  system 
changes.  Under  the  present  accoimting 
rules.  Class  n  railroads  are  allowed  to 
maintain  the  same  accounts  as  Class  I 
railroads,  however,  certain  operating  ac¬ 
counts  must  be  condensed  for  Class  II 
report  purposes.  Similar  provisions  are 
included  in  the  accoimting  rules  for  elec¬ 
tric  railroads  and  inland  and  coastal 
waterway  carriers.  We  do  not  believe  the 
expansion  of  the  accounting  system  for 
certain  operating  accounts  will  impose 
an  undue  hardship  on  railroads.  Carrier 
management  should  be  able  to  forcast 
short-term  revenue  trends  and  plan  for 
upcoming  reclassification  before  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  carrier  classification  form. 
Carriers  can,  therefore,  plan  necessary 
system  changes. 


We  believe  that  a  one-year  transition 
period  is  only  warranted  in  cases  where 
carriers  move  from  a  classification  not 
subject  to  the  prescribed  uniform  system 
of  accounts  (USOA)  to  a  classification 
subject  to  the  USOA. 

Increase  in  Railroad  Minimum  Dollar 
Classification.  The  railroad  respondents 
unanimously  supported  the  increase  in 
the  minimum  dollar  classification  guide¬ 
lines.  They  believe  the  increase  is  reason¬ 
able  recognition  of  inflationary  trends  in 
the  national  economy  and  railroad 
freight  rates.  The  Chattahoochee  Indus¬ 
trial  Railroad  requested  the  Commission 
to  consider  insertion  of  an  inflation 
clause  which  would  increase  the  mini¬ 
mum  dollar  classification  guidelines  in 
the  event  of  future  inflationary  increases. 
They  stated  the  last  Increase  was  in  1965 
and  under  current  trends,  the  present 
increase  could  be  nullified  within  a  few 
years. 

We  do  not  accept  the  proposed  “Infla¬ 
tion  clause’’  because  of  the  variances  in 
indices  measuring  inflationary  increases. 
The  Commission  will  continue  to  assess 
the  effect  of  inflation  on  the  classifica¬ 
tion  guidelines.  When  economic  and 
other  conditions  dictate,  the  minimum 
dollar  classification  guidelines  for  all 
modes  will  be  increased  accordingly. 

Uniform  Time  Constraints.  The  Chat¬ 
tahoochee  Industrial  Railroad  proposed 
imiform  time  period  constraints  for  rail¬ 
road  reclassifications.  The  revised  effec¬ 
tive  date  for  upward  reclassifications 
from  Class  n  to  Class  I  is  the  year  imme¬ 
diately  following  qualification.  Downward 
reclassification  is  not  effective  until  the 
year  following  the  third  consecutive  year 
a  carrier  fails  to  meet  the  minimum 
revenue  qualification.  Chattahoochee  In¬ 
dustrial  Railroad  stated  the  three  year 
delay  in  downward  reclassification  is  un¬ 
fair  and  places  an  unnecessary  account¬ 
ing  and  reporting  burden  on  carriers  for 
three  years. 

As  previously  mentioned.  Class  I  and 
n  railroads  maintain  similar  accounts  al¬ 
though  Class  n  railroads  condense  cer¬ 
tain  operating  accounts  for  report  pur¬ 
poses.  The  Commission  does  not  view  this 
difference  as  an  accounting  and  reporting 
burden.  Frequent  shifting  between  Class 
I  and  Class  n  status  will  distort  the  con¬ 
tinuity  of  statistical  data.  The  three  year 
delay  in  downward  reclassification  will 
prevent  reclassification  in  cases  of  un¬ 
usual  or  temporary  decreases  in  revenues. 
Carriers  may  file  for  exceptions  in  cir¬ 
cumstances  where  revenues  will  evidently 
remain  below  the  minimum  dollar  classi¬ 
fication  guidelines  and  the  delay  in  re¬ 
classification  will  impose  an  undue  hard¬ 
ship. 

Limited  Exceptions.  The  California 
Trucking  Association  expressed  overall 
support  for  the  proposal.  While  it  recog¬ 
nized  the  need  for  an  exception  clause,  it 
urged  limitation  of  exceptions  to  prevent 
the  establishment  of  “loopholes”  for  car¬ 
rier  inconvenience. 

We  incorporated  an  exception  clause 
into  the  classification  rules  to  provide 
relief  in  justifiable  circumstances  where 
undue  hardships  are  imposed  on  carriers. 
We  will  continue  to  carefully  scrutinize 
all  requests  for  exceptions. 


Class  III  Motor  Carriers  of  Property 
Revisions.  Keene’s  Transfer  Inc.  and  H. 

R.  Hill  Trucking  proposed  an  increase  to 
the  Class  ni  minimum  dollar  classifica¬ 
tion  guideline.  In  addition,  H.  R.  Hill 
Trucking  requested  the  establishment  of 
separate  accounting  and  reporting  rules 
for  contract  motor  carriers. 

We  are  aware  of  the  effects  of  inflation 
on  the  minimum  dollar  classification 
guidelines.  Adjustments  to  these  guide¬ 
lines  will  be  made  when  inflationary  in¬ 
creases  materially  distort  the  classifica¬ 
tion  of  carriers. 

In  our  opinion,  there  is  no  justification 
at  this  time  for  the  establishment  of 
separate  accoimting  and  reporting  rules 
for  contract  motor  carriers.  Accounting 
and  reporting  rules  for  si>ecialized  car¬ 
riers  will  be  established  only  when  car¬ 
riers,  the  Commission  and  the  public  will 
benefit  from  such  action. 

Findings 

We  find  that  the  revisions  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  accounting  and  reporting  regu¬ 
lations  concerning  the  miplicabUity  of 
the  carrier  classification  form,  re¬ 
flected  in  the  appendices  hereto,  should 
be  approved  and  adopted  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  1, 1976. 

We  further  find  this  decision  is  not  a 
major  Federal  Action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  human  en¬ 
vironment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

Ordeii 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  held  at  its  office 
In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  6th  day  of 
October,  1975. 

Consideration  having  been  given  to 
the  matters  involved  in  this  proceeding, 
and  the  said  Commission,  on  the  date 
hereof,  having  made  and  filed  a  report 
herein  containing  its  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  which  report  is  hereby  made  a 
part  hereof: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Parts  1201,  1202, 
1206,  1207,  1209,  1210,  1240  and  1249  of 
Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  be.  and  they  are  hereby  revised  as 
set  forth  below. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pre¬ 
scribed  amendments  shall  be  effective  for 
the  classification  year  beginning  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976,  and  based  on  calendar  year 
1975  operating  revenues. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  That,  service 
of  this  order  be  made  on  all  affected  car¬ 
riers;  and  to  the  Governor  of  every  State 
and  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commissions 
or  Boards  of  each  State  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  transportation;  and  that  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  a  copy  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Feder^  Register,  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(40  U.S.C.  12,  20,  304,  018,  1012) 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 
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PART  1201— RAILROAD  COMPANIES 
General  Instructions 

The  text  of  instruction  1-1  “Classifi¬ 
cation  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

1-1  Classification  of  Carriers,  (a)  For 
purposes  of  the  accounting  and  report¬ 
ing  regulations,  carriers  are  grouped 
into  the  following  two  classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $10  million  or 
more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  less  than  $10 
million. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenue  Is  greater  than 
the  maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  Class  II  carriers  shall  adopt 
Class  I  classification  effective  as  of 
January  1  of  the  following  year. 

(2)  if  at  the  end  of  any  calendar 
year  a  Class  I  carrier’s  annual  operating 
revenue  is  less  than  $10  million,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  and 
reporting  requirements  for  Class  n  car¬ 
riers.  Such  adoption  shall  be  effective  as 
of  January  1  of  the  following  year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues  for  the  latest 
p>eriod  of  such  operation.  If  actual  data 
are  not  available,  new  carriers  shall  ^ 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  carrier 
operating  revenue  known  and  estimated 
for  a  year. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of 
the  combined  revenue  for  the  year  when 
the  combination  occurred. 

(6)  If  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions  jus¬ 
tifying  an  exception. 

(c)  Class  I  carriers  shall  keep  all  of  the 
accounts  of  this  system  of  accounts 
which  are  applicable  to  their  operations. 
Class  n  carriers  shall  keep  all  of  the 
system  of  accounts  which  are  applicable 
to  their  operations,  except  that  their  ac- 
covmts  for  operating  expenses  may  be 
kept  under  the  accounts  of  the  respective 
condensed  groupings  provided  for  herein. 

(d)  In  applying  the  classification 
grouping  to  any  switching  or  terminal 
company  which  is  operated  as  a  joint 
facility  of  owning  or  tenant  railways  the 


sum  of  the  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nues,  the  joint  facility  rent  income,  and 
the  totals  of  tiie  joint  facility  credit  ac¬ 
counts  in  operating  expenses,  shall  be 
used  in  determining  its  class. 


PART  1202— ELECTRIC  RAILWAYS 

The  text  of  Instruction  00-1  “Classifi¬ 
cation  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

00—1  ClaHsification  of  carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations,  carriers  are 
grouped  into  the  following  three  classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $1  million  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $250,000  but 
less  than  $1  million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  less  than 
$250,000. 

(b) (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  Adoption  of  the  higher  classifica¬ 
tion  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of 
the  following  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  operating  revenue  is 
less  than  the  minimum  of  the  class  in 
which  the  carrier  is  classified,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  the  lower  class 
in  which  it  falls.  Such  adoption  shall  be 
effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  following 
year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  RepKjrt  for  the  third  calendar ' 
quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues  for  the  latest 
pteriod  of  operation.  If  actual  data  are 
not  available,  new  carriers  shall  be  classi¬ 
fied  on  the  basis  of  their  carrier  operat¬ 
ing  revenue  known  and  estimated  for  a 
year. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis 
of  the  combined  revenue  for  the  year 
when  the  combination  occurred. 

(6)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commi^ion  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions 
justifying  an  exception. 

(c)  Both  Class  I  and  Class  11  carriers 
shall  keep  the  accoxmts  prescribed 
herein,  except  that  a  condensed  grouping 


of  primary  operating  expense  accounts 
is  provided  for  the  iise  of  Class  II  car¬ 
riers.  Class  n  carriers  desiring  to  do  so 
may  maintain  the  primary  accounts  pre¬ 
scribed  for  Class  I  carriers  but  must  be 
prepared  to  combine  the  accounts  for 
the  purpose  of  making  entries  in  reports 
filed  with  the  Commission. 


PART  1206— COMMON  AND  CONTRACT 
MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

Instructions 

The  text  of  instruction  2-1  “Classifi¬ 
cation  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

2—1  Classification  of  carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  renorting  regulations,  carriers  are 
grouped  into  the  following  three  classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  interstate 
and  intrastate)  of  $1  million  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  (including  inter¬ 
state  and  intrastate)  of  $200,000  but  less 
than  $1  million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  (including  inter¬ 
state  and  intrastate)  of  less  than 
$200,000. 

(b) (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
gross  carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  year  such  annual 
gross  carrier  operating  revenue  is  greater 
than  the  maximum  for  the  class  in  which 
the  carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  For  Class  in  carriers  adoption  of 
Class  II  classification  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  following  year. 
For  Class  H  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  the  second  succeeding  year  af¬ 
ter  the  carrier  meets  the  minimum  rev¬ 
enue  limit  for  Class  I. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  operating  revenue  is  less  than 
the  minimum  of  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  and  has  been  for 
three  consecutive  years,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  lower  class  in  which 
the  current  year  revenue  faPs,  Adoption 
of  the  lower  class  shall  be  effective  as  of 
January  1  of  the  following  year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization,  or 
consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier  shall 
be  reclassified  effective  January  1  of  the 
next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of  the 
combined  revenue  for  the  year  when  the 
ccxnbination  occurred. 
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(6)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such 
as  partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment 
or  elimination  of  contracted  services, 
where  the  classification  regulations  will 
unduly  burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier 
may  request  the  Commission  for  an  ex¬ 
ception  to  the  regulations.  This  request 
shall  be  in  writing  specifying  conditions 
justifying  an  exception. 

(c)  Only  Class  I  carriers  shall  keep 
all  the  accoimts  prescribed  in  this  part, 
where  applicable.  Class  11  and  Class  in 
are  not  required  to  keep  the  accounts 
prescribed  in  this  part. 


PART  1207— CLASS  I  AND  CLASS  II  COM¬ 
MON  AND  CONTRACT  MOTOR  CAR¬ 
RIERS  OF  PROPERTY 
CLASS  I  AND  CLASS  II  MOTOR  CARRIERS 
INSTRUCTION 

1.  The  text  of  instruction  1  “Classifica¬ 
tion  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

1.  Classification  of  carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  accoimting  and 
reporting  regulations,  except  those  regu¬ 
lations  pertaining  to  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  for  revenue  and  expense  items, 
common  and  contract  carriers  of  prop¬ 
erty  subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  are  grouped  into  the  following  three 
classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  interstate 
and  intrastate)  of  $3  million  or  more. 

Class  ll.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  (including  inter¬ 
state  and  Intrastate)  of  $500,000  but  less 
than  $3  million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  (including  inter¬ 
state  and  intrastate)  of  less  than  $500,- 
000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  csdendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it  falls. 
For  Class  n  carriers  adoption  of  Class 
I  classification  shall  be  effective  as  of 
January  1  of  the  following  year.  For  Class 
in  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher  classifi¬ 
cation  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1 
of  the  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  rev¬ 
enue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the 
class  in  which  the  carrier  is  classified, 
and  has  been  for  three  consecutive  years, 
the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting 
and  reporting  requirements  of  the  lower 
class  in  which  the  current  year  revenue 
falls.  Adoption  of  the  lower  class  shall  be 
effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  following 
year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the'  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  tq>propriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 


previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc- 
em's,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization,  or 
consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier  shall 
be  reclassified  effective  January  1  of  the 
next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of  the 
combined  revenue  for  the  year  when  the 
combination  occurred. 

(6)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  curtailment  or  elimi¬ 
nation  of  contracted  services,  where  the 
classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regiilations.  This  request  sh^  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions  jus¬ 
tifying  an  exception. 

(c)  Special  provisions  for  carriers  with 
revenues  from  general  and  special  com¬ 
modities  and  from  household  goods  op¬ 
erations. 

(1)  Separate  matrices  of  revenue  and 
expenses  are  provided  for  carriers  sub¬ 
ject  to  Instructions  27  and  28A  and  for 
carriers  subject  to  Instruction  28B  for 
accounting  and  reporting  purposes.  For 
purposes  of*  accoimting  and  reporting, 
the  revenues  of  common  and  contract 
motor  carriers  of  property,  shall  be  cate¬ 
gorized  as  follows: 

Instruction  27  and  28A  (general  and 
other  special  commodity). 

Instruction  28B  (household  goods) . 
Each  category  of  revenue  is  then  classi¬ 
fied  in  accordance  with  the  dollar  rev¬ 
enue  limits  prescribed  in  paragraph  (a) . 
When  a  carrier  has  both  household  goods 
and  general  and  other  special  commodity 
revenue,  each  category  shall  be  classi¬ 
fied  (I,  n  or  ni)  to  determine  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  regulations 
which  pertain  to  that  category. 

(2)  If  a  carrier  grouped  as  Class  I 
or  Class  II  carrier  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (a)  has  operations  in  both 
categories  in  paragraph  (c)  (1)  above, 
and  one  of  the  categories  is  classified  as 
Class  m,  such  revenues  and  expenses 
shall  be  accounted  and  reported  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  regulations  pertaining 
to  the  Class  I  or  Class  n  cat^ory. 

(3)  If  a  carrier  grouped  as  Class  n 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (a)  has 
operations  in  both  categories  and  both 
categories  are  grouped  as  Class  m  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (c)(1),  such 
revenues  and  expenses  shall  be  ac¬ 
counted  and  reported  in  accordance  with  • 
the  regulations  pertaining  to  the  cate¬ 
gory  with  the  larger  annual  carrier  op¬ 
erating  revenues. 

(d)  Any  carrier,  at  its  option,  may 
adopt  the  accounting  requirements  of  a 
higher  class  than  the  one  in  which  it 
falls.  Notice  of  such  action  shall  be 
promptly  filed  with  the  Commission. 
However,  for  reporting  pTirposes  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  comply  with  the  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  class  applicable  to  Its 
annual  carrier  operating  revenue. 

2.  The  text  of  instruction  27  “Distri¬ 
bution  of  expenses  to  activities:  general 
commodity  carriers"  is  amended  to  read: 


27.  Distribution  of  expenses  to  activi¬ 
ties:  general  commodity  carries. 

All  Class  I  and  Cfiass  n  common  car¬ 
riers  which  derive  75  percent  or  more  of 
their  revenues  from  the  intercity  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commodities  will  be 
classified  as  Instruction  27  carriers  in 
the  year  immediately  following  the  year 
in  which  the  carriers  meet  this  minlmiun 
revenue  qualification.  They  shall  distrib¬ 
ute  expenses  to  the  following  activities 
(see  definition  2) : 

«  *  •  »  * 


PART  1209— INLAND  AND  COASTAL 
WATERWAYS  CARRIERS 

Introduction 

The  text  of  paragraph  (ii)  “Classifica¬ 
tion  of  Carriers”  is  revised  to  read: 

(ii)  Classification  of  carriers,  (a)  For 
purposes  of  the  accoimting  and  reporting 
regulations,  carriers  are  grouped  into  the 
following  three  classes: 

Class  A.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $500,000  or 
more. 

Class  B.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $100,000  but 
less  than  $500,000. 

Class  C.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  less  than 
$100,000. 

(b)(1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenue  is  greater  than 
the  maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  For  Class  B  carriers  adoption  of 
Class  A  classification  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  following  year.  For 
Class  C  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  the  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the  class 
in  which  the  carrier  is  classified,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  lower  class  in  which  the 
current  year  revenue  falls.  Such  adop¬ 
tion  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  l  of 
the  following  year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  In  classification  by 

.  completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1  of 
the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of  the 
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combined  revenue  for  the  year  when  the 
combination  occurred. 

( 6 )  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception  to 
the  regulations.  Such  request  shall  be  in 
writing  specifying  the  conditions  justify¬ 
ing  an  exception. 

(c)  Class  A  companies  shall  keep  all  of 
the  accounts  of  this  system  of  accounts 
which  are  applicable  to  their  operations. 
Class  B  companies  shall  keep  all  of  the 
accounts  of  this  system  of  accounts 
which  are  applicable  to  their  operations, 
except  that  their  accounts  for  operating 
revenues  and  operating  expenses  may  be 
kept  under  the  accounts  of  the  condensed 
classification  provided  herein. 


PART  1210— FREIGHT  FORWARDERS 

List  of  Instructions  and  Accounts 

1.  Line  Item  “0-1  Introduction”  is 
amended  to  read:  0-1  Classification  of 
Carriers. 

2.  Line  Item  “0-2  Applicability  of  the 
Regulations”  is  deleted. 

Instructions 

3.  The  title  and  text  of  instruction  “0- 
1  Introduction”  is  revised  to  read:  0-1 
Classification  of  Carriers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations,  freight  for¬ 
warders  are  grouped  into  the  following 
two  classes: 

Class  A.  Freight  forwarders  having 
annual  operating  revenues  of  $100,000 
or  more. 

Class  B.  Freight  forw’arders  having 
annual  operating  revenues  of  less  than 
$100,000. 

The  term  “operating  revenues”  refers 
to  the  amoimts  includible  in  accounts 
501, 521, 522,  and  523. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  freight 
forwarder  belongs  shall  be  determined 
by  annual  operating  revenue.  If  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  year  such  annual 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
freight  forwarder  is  classified,  the 
freight  forwarder  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements  of 
the  higher  class  in  which  it  falls.  For 
Class  B  freight  forwarders  adoption  of 
Class  A  classification  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  second  succeeding 
year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  Class  A  freight  forwarder’s  annual  op¬ 
erating  revenue  is  less  than  $100,000,  and 
has  been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
freight  forwarder  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements  ap¬ 
plicable  to  a  Class  B.  Such  adoption  shall 
be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  year. 

(3)  Freight  forwarders  shall  notify  the 
Commission  of  any  change  in  classifica¬ 
tion  by  completing  and  returning  the 
Carrier  Classification  Form  with  the 
Quarterly  Financial  Report  for  the  third 
calendar  quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by 
October  31. 


(4)  Any  freight  forwarder  which  be¬ 
gins  new  operations  (obtains  operating 
authority  not  previously  held)  or  ex¬ 
tends  its  existing  authority  (obtains  ad¬ 
ditional  operating  rights)  shall  be 
classified  in  accordance  with  a  reason¬ 
able  estimate  of  its  annual  operating 
revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  freight 
forwarder  shall  be  reclassified  effective 
January  1  of  the  next  calendar  year  on 
the  basis  of  the  combined  revenue  for  the 
year  when  the  combination  occurred. 

(6)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  freight  forwarder,  the  freight 
forwarder  may  request  the  Commission 
for  an  exception  to  the  regulations.  Such 
request  shall  be  in  writing  specifying  the 
conditions  Justifying  an  exception. 

(c)  Under  Part  IV  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  the  observance  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  stated  in  this  sys¬ 
tem  of  accounts  becomes  obligatory  upon 
persons  having  direct  charge  of  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  freight  forwarders  con¬ 
cerned,  and  such  persons  will  be  held 
responsible  for  their  proper  application. 

Subsection  (d)  of  section  421  of  Part 
rv  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provides  that: 

“(d)  Any  freight  forwarder,  or  any  ofiB- 
cer,  agent,  employee,  or  representative 
thereof,  who  shall  wiUfully  fail  or  refuse 
to  make  a  report  to  the  Commission  as  re¬ 
quired  under  this  part,  or  to  make  spe¬ 
cific  and  full,  true,  and  correct  answer 
to  any  question  within  thirty  days  from 
the  time  it  is  lawfully  required  by  the 
Commission  so  to  do,  or  to  keep  accounts, 
records,  and  memoranda  in  the  form  and 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Commission, 
or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  falsify, 
destroy,  mutilate,  or-  alter  any  such  re¬ 
port,  account,  record,  or  memorandum, 
or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  file  with 
the  Commission  any  false  report,  ac¬ 
count,  records,  or  memorandum,  or  shall 
knowingly  and  willfully  neglect  or  fail 
to  make  full,  true,  and  correct  entries  in 
such  accounts,  records,  or  memoranda  of 
all  facts  and  transactions  appertaining 
to  the  business  of  the  freight  forwarder, 
or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  keep 
any  accounts,  records,  or  memoranda 
contrary  to  the  rules,  regulations,  or 
orders  of  the  Commission  with  respect 
thereto,  shall  be  subject  for  each  of¬ 
fense  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $5,000. 
As  used  in  this  subsection  the  word 
‘keep’  shall  be  construed  to  mean  make, 
prepare,  or  compile,  as  well  as  retain.” 

(d)  Class  A  companies  shall  keep  all  of 
the  accoimts  of  this  system  of  accoimts 
which  are  applicable  to  their  o(>erations. 
No  uniform  system  of  accounts  is  pre¬ 
pared  for  Class  B  companies. 

0—2  [Deleted] 

4.  The  title  and  text  of  Instruction  0-2 
“Applicability  of  the  regulations”  is  de¬ 
leted. 


PART  1240— CLASSES  OF  CARRIERS 

The  text  of  §§  1240.1,  1240.2,  1240.3, 
1240.4,  1240.5  and  1240.6  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Subpart  A — Railroads 
§  1240.1  Classification  of  rail  carriers. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports,  commenc¬ 
ing  with  reports  for  the  year,  quarter  or 
month  beginning  January  1,  1975,  and 
thereafter  until  further  ordered,  operat¬ 
ing  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Part  I  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  shall  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  grouped  into  the  following 
classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $10  million  or 
more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  leaving  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  less  than  $10 
million. 

(b)(1)  'The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it 
falls.  Class  n  carriers  shall  adopt  Class  I 
classification  effective  as  of  January  1  of 
the  following  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  Class  I  carrier’s  annual  operating  reve¬ 
nue  is  less  than  $10  million,  and  has  been 
for  three  consecutive  years,  the  carrier 
shall  adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting 
requirements  for  Class  n  carriers.  Such 
adoption  shall  be  effective  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1  of  the  following  year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revenues  for  the  latest 
period  of  operation.  If  actual  data  are 
not  available,  new  carriers  shall  be  clas¬ 
sified  in  the  basis  of  their’  carrier  oper¬ 
ating  revenue  known  and  estimated  for 
a  year. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination 
occurs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  Uie  basis 
of  the  combined  revenue  for  the  year 
when  the  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions  justi¬ 
fying  an  exception. 

(d)  In  applying  the  classification 
grouping  to  any  switching  or  terminal 
company  which  is  operated  as  a  joint 
facility  of  owning  or  tenant  railways  the 
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sum  of  the  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nues,  the  joint  facility  rent  income,  and 
the  totals  of  the  joint  facility  credit  ac¬ 
counts  in  operating  expenses,  shall  be 
used  in  determining  its  class. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Sfeftt.  383,  as  amended;  49  UJS.C, 

12.  Interprets  or  Applies  Sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386, 
as  amended;  49  U,S.C.  20) 

Subpart  B — Carrier  by  Water 

§  1210,2  Classification  of  carriers  by 
water. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports,  commenc¬ 
ing  with  reports  for  the  year,  quarter  or 
month  beghining  January  1,  1975,  car¬ 
riers  by  water  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  shall  be, 
and  they  are  hereby,  grouped  into  the 
following  classes: 

Class  A.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $500,000  or  more. 

Class  B.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $100,000  but  less 
than  $500,000. 

Class  C.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  less  than  $100,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  ttian  the 
maximum  for  the  cla^s  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it  falls. 
For  Class  B  carriers  adoption  of  Class  A 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  the  following  year.  For  Class  C 
carriers  adoption  of  a  higher  classifica¬ 
tion  Shan  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of 
the  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nue  Is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the  class 
in  which  the  carrier  is  classified,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the  car- 
rii^  shan  adopt  the  accounting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  lower  class  in  which  the 
current  year  revenue  falls.  Such  adoption 
shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the 
fofiowing  year. 

(3)  Carrier  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter.  If  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
aUthoritar  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
gross  carrier  operating  revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization,  or 
consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier  shall 
be  reclassified  effective  January  1  of  the 
next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of  the 
combined  revenue  for  the  year  when  the 
combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circvunstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
eliminatl(m  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regidations  will  unduly 
bwden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 


quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  Such  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  ccmditions 
justifying  an  exception. 

(Sec  12,  24  stat.  383,  as  amended,  54  Stat. 
983;  49  UA.C.  12,  904.  Interprets  or  AppUes 
Sec.  20,  23  Stat.  386,  as  amended,  54  Stat. 
944;  49  UJS.C.  20,  913) 

Subpart  C — Carriers  by  Electric  Railway 

§  1240.3  Qassificatlon  of  carriers  by 

electric  railway. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports  commenc¬ 
ing  with  the  year,  quarter  or  month  be¬ 
ginning  January  1, 1975,  carriers  by  elec¬ 
tric  railway  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  shall  be, 
and  they  are,  grouped  into  the  following 
classes; 

Class  /.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $1  million  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  aimual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $250000  but 
less  than  $1  million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $250,000  but 
$250,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
ccurrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  such  annual  carrier 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the  car¬ 
rier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt 
the  accounting  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  higher  class  in  which  it  falls. 
Adoption  of  the  higher  classification 
shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the 
following  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  rev¬ 
enue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the 
class  in  which  the  carrier  is  classified, 
and  has  been  for  three  consecu^e  years, 
the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting 
and  reporting  requirements  of  the  lower 
class  in  which  it  falls.  Such  ad<9tion 
shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the 
following  year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  apprcqn^iate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Newly  organized  carriers  shall  be 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  annual 
carrier  operating  revalues  for  the  latest 
period  of  such  operation.  If  actual  data 
are  not  available,  new  carriers  shall  ^ 
classified  on  the  basis  of  their  carrier 
operating  revenue  known  and  estimated 
for  a  year. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization,  or 
consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier  shall 
be  reclassified  effective  January  1  of  the 
next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of  the 
combined  revenue  for  the  year  when  the 
combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  imduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 


to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions 
justifying  an  exception. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  883,  as  amexuled:  49  UA.C. 

12.  Interprets  or  AppUes  Sec.  30,  34  Stat.  386, 
as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  20) 

Subpart  D — Motor  Carriers 

§  1240.4  Classifiration  of  motor  carriers 

of  passengers. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  the  accounting 
and  reporting  regulations,  commencing 
with  the  year  beginning  January  1,  1975, 
common  and  contract  carriers  of  passen¬ 
gers  subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  are  grouped  into  the  following 
classes: 

Class  I.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (Including  interstate 
and  intrastate)  of  $1  million  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  (including  interstate 
and  Intrastate)  of  less  than  $200,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belongs  shall  be  determined  by  aimual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year  or  of  13  4-week 
periods,  such  annual  carrier  operating 
revenue  is  greater  than  the  maximum 
for  the  class  in  which  the  carrier  is  clas¬ 
sified,  the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements  of 
the  higher  class  in  which  it  falls.  For 
Class  ni  carriers  adoption  of  Class  n 
classification  shafi  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  the  following  year.  For  Class  n 
carriers  adoption  of  a  higher  classifica¬ 
tion  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of 
the  second  succeeding  year  after  the  car¬ 
rier  meets  the  minimum  revenue  limit 
for  Class  I. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year, 
or  accounting  year  of  13  4-week  periods, 
a  carrier’s  annual  operating  revenue  is 
less  than  the  minimum  of  the  class  in 
which  the  carrier  is  classified,  and  has 
been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the  car¬ 
rier  shall  adopt  the  accounting  and  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  the  lower  class 
in  which  the  current  year  revenue  falls. 
Adoption  of  the  lower  class  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  January  1  of  the  following 
year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
cmnpleting  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  In  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  an¬ 
nual  gross  carrier  operating  revalues. 

Any  carrier  which  begins  new  opera¬ 
tions  is  lequired  to  furnish  the  above 
estimate,  including  intrastate,  antici¬ 
pated  Interstate  and  local  cartage  reve¬ 
nues,  to  the  Bureau  of  Accounts,  Section 
of  Reports,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a 
certificate  or  permit. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization,  or 
consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier  shall 
be  reclassified  effective  January  1  of  the 
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next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of  the 
combined  revenue  for  the  year  when  the 
combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  conditions  justfy- 
ing  an  exception. 

(Secs  204,  220,  49  Stat.  546,  as  amended,  563, 
as  amended  49  U.S.C.  304,  320) 

§  1240.5  Classification  of  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  accovinting  and 
reporting  regulations,  commencing  with 
the  year  beginning  January  1, 1975,  com¬ 
mon  and  contract  carriers  of  property 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
are  grouped  into  the  following  three 
classes: 

Class  /.  Carriers  having  annual  carrier 
operating  revenues  of  $3  million  or  more. 

Class  II.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  $500,000  but 
less  than  $3  million. 

Class  III.  Carriers  having  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenues  of  less  than 
$500,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  carrier 
belo^s  shall  be  determined  by  annual 
carrier  operating  revenue.  If  at  the  end 
of  any  calendar  year,  or  accoimting  year 
of  13  4-week  periods,  such  annual  car¬ 
rier  operating  revenue  is  greater  than 
the  maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
carrier  is  classified,  the  carrier  shall 
adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  higher  class  in  which 
it  falls.  For  Class  n  carriers  adoption  of 
Class  I  classification  shall  be  effective  as 
of  January  1  of  the  following  year.  For 
Class  m  carriers  adoption  of  a  higher 
classification  shall  be  effective  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1  of  second  succeeding  year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year, 
or  accoimting  year  of  13  4-week  periods 
a  carrier’s  annual  carrier  operating  reve¬ 
nue  is  less  than  the  minimum  of  the 
class  in  which  the  carrier  is  classified, 
and  has  been  for  three  consecutive  years, 
the  carrier  shall  adopt  the  accounting 
and  reporting  requirements  of  the  lower 
class  in  which  the  current  year  revenue 
falls.  Adoption  of  the  lower  class  shall 
be  effective  as  of  January  1  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  year. 

(3)  Carriers  shall  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  any  change  in  classification  by 
completing  and  returning  the  Carrier 
Classification  Form  with  the  Quarterly 
Financial  Report  for  the  third  calendar 
quarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Any  carrier  which  begins  new  op¬ 
erations  (obtains  operating  authority  not 
previously  held)  or  extends  its  existing 
authority  (obtains  additional  operating 
rights)  shall  be  classified  in  accordance 
with  a  reasonable  estimate  of  its  annual 
gross  carrier  operating  revenues. 

Any  carrier  which  begins  new  opera¬ 
tions  is  required  to  furnish  the  above 
estimate,  including  intrastate,  antici¬ 
pated  iitterstate  and  local  cartage  reve¬ 
nues,  to  the  Bureau  of  Accounts,  Section 


of  Reports,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a 
certificate  or  permit. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  carrier 
shall  be  reclassified  effective  January  1 
of  the  next  calendar  year  on  the  basis  of 
the  combined  revenue  for  the  year  when 
the  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such  as 
partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment  or 
elimination  of  contracted  services,  where 
the  classification  regulations  will  unduly 
burden  the  carrier,  the  carrier  may  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  for  an  exception 
to  the  regulations.  This  request  shall  be 
in  writing  specifying  the  conditions  jus¬ 
tifying  an  exception. 

(d)  Special  Provisions  for  Carriers 
with  Household  C3k)ods  Operations. 

(1)  For  purposes  of  accounting  and 
reporting  revenues  and  expenses,  the 
revenues  of  common  and  contract  motor 
carriers  of  property,  that  have  household 
goods  operations,  are  categorized  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Instruction  28B  (household  goods) . 
Instruction  27  and  28A  (general  com¬ 
modity  and  other) . 

Each  category  of  revenue  is  then  clas¬ 
sified  in  accordance  with  the  dollar  reve¬ 
nue  limits  prescribed  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  and  shall  be  classified  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section.  When  a  carrier  has  both  house¬ 
hold  goods  and  general  commodity  and 
other  revenue,  each  category  shall  be 
classified  (I,  n,  or  HI)  to  determine  the 
accounting  and  reporting  regulations 
which  pertain  to  that  category. 

(2)  If  a  carrier  groupei'  as  Class  I  or 
Class  II  carrier  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  has  operations 
in  both  categories  in  paragraph  (c)(1) 
of  this  section,  and  one  of  the  categories 
is  classified  as  Class  m,  such  revenues 
and  expenses  shall  be  accounted  and  re¬ 
ported  in  accordance  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  the  Class  I  or  Class  n 
category. 

(3)  If  a  carrier  grouped  as  Class  n 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  has  operations  in  both  cate¬ 
gories  and  both  categories  are  grouped 
as  Class  m  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (1)  of  this  section,  such  reve¬ 
nues  and  expenses  shall  be  accounted 
and  reported  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  pertaining  to  the  category 
with  the  larger  annual  gross  carrier  op¬ 
erating  revenues. 

(Secs.  204,  220,  49  Stat.  646,  as  amended  663, 
as  amended:  49  Ua.C.  304,  320) 

Subpart  E — Freight  Forwarders 

§  1240.6  Classification  for  freight  for¬ 
warders. 

(a)  For  the  purpose  of  annual,  other 
periodical  and  special  reports,  com¬ 
mencing  with  the  year,  quarter  or 
month  beginning  January  1,  1975, 

freight  forwarders  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  Part  IV  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  shall  be,  and  they  hereby 
are,  group^  into  the  following  classes: 

Class  A.  Freight  forwarders  having 
annual  operating  revenues  of  $100,000 
or  more. 


Class  B.  Freight  forwarders  having 
annual  operating  revenues  of  less  than 
$100,000. 

(b)  (1)  The  class  to  which  any  freight 
forwarder  belongs  shall  be  determined 
by  annual  operating  revenue.  If  at  the 
end  of  any  calendar  year  such  annual 
operating  revenue  is  greater  than  the 
maximum  for  the  class  in  which  the 
freight  forwarder  is  classified,  the 
freight  forwarder  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements  of 
the  higher  class  in  which  it  falls.  For 
Class  B  freight  forwarders  adoption  of 
Class  A  classification  shall  be  effective 
as  of  January  1  of  the  second  succeeding 
year. 

(2)  If  at  the  end  of  any  calendar  year 
a  Class  A  freight  forwarder’s  gross  oper¬ 
ating  revenue  is  less  than  $100,000,  and 
has  been  for  three  consecutive  years,  the 
freight  forwarder  shall  adopt  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  reporting  requirements 
applicable  to  a  Class  B.  Such  adoption 
shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1  of 
the  following  year. 

(3)  Freight  forwarders  shall  notify 
the  Commission  of  any  change  in  clas¬ 
sification  by  completing  and  return¬ 
ing  the  Carrier  Classification  Form  with 
the  Quarterly  Financial  Report  for  the 
third  calendar  quarter,  if  appropriate, 
or  by  October  31. 

(4)  Any  freight  forwarder  which  be¬ 
gins  new  operations  (obtains  operating 
authority  not  previously  held)  or  ex¬ 
tends  its  existing  authority  (obtains  ad¬ 
ditional  operating  rights)  shall  be  clas¬ 
sified  in  accordance  with  a  reasonable 
estimate  of  its  annual  gross  operating 
revenues. 

(5)  When  a  business  combination  oc¬ 
curs,  such  as  a  merger,  reorganization, 
or  consolidation,  the  surviving  freight 
forwarder  shall  be  reclassified  effective 
January  1  of  the  next  calendar  year  on 
the  basis  of  the  combined  revenue  for 
the  year  when  the  combination  occurred. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  such 
as  partial  liquidation,  and  curtailment 
or  elimination  of  contracted  services, 
where  the  classification  regulations  will 
unduly  burden  the  freight  forwarder,  the 
freight  forwarder  may  request  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  an  exception  to  the  regula¬ 
tions.  Such  request  shall  be  in  writing 
specifying  the  conditions  justifying  an 
exception. 

(d)  Any  freight  forwarder,  at  its  op¬ 
tion,  may  adopt  the  accounting  require¬ 
ments  of  a  higher  class  than  the  one  in 
which  it  faUs.  Notice  of  such  action  shall 
be  promptly  filed  with  the  Commission. 
However,  for  reporting  purposes  the 
freight  forwarder  shall  comply  with  the 
reporting  requirements  of  the  class  ap¬ 
plicable  to  its  annual  gross  operating 
revenue. 

(e)  Under  part  IV  of  the  Interstate 
C(Hnmerce  Act  the  observance  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  stated  in  this  sys¬ 
tem  of  accounts  becomes  obligatory  upon 
persons  having  direct  charge  of  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  freight  forwarders  con¬ 
cerned,  and  such  persons  will  be  held 
responsible  for  their  proper  application. 

(Secs.  403,  412,  66  Stat.  286,  294,  49  U.S.C. 
1003,  1012) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  215— THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  6,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


51645 


PART  1249— REPORTS  OF  MOTOR 
CARRIERS 

The  text  of  §  1249.15  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1249.15  Quarterly  report  of  freight 
loss  and  damage  claims. 


Carrier  Ciassification  Form 

This  fonH  Is  to  be  completed  and  returned  by  carriers  subject  to  reclassiflcation.  Tills  form  will  serve  as  notlflcallon 
to  the  Commission  of  the  effedtive  date  of  the  new  classification  and  should  be  returned  to  the  Commission  with  the 
Quarterly  Financial  Report  for  the  tliird  calendar  (juarter,  if  appropriate,  or  by  October  31. 

A.  Provide  data  on  respondent  carrier  In  blanks  below: 

Name  of  Company _ 


Commencing  with  reports  for  the  quar¬ 
ter  beginning  January  1,  1976,  and  for 
subsequent  quarters  thereafter,  until  fur¬ 
ther  ordered,  all  common  and  contract 
carriers  of  property  having  annual  oper¬ 
ating  revenues  (including  interstate  and 
intrastate)  of  $1  million,  or  more,  from 
property  motor  carrier  operations,  shall 
compile  and  file  quarterly  reports  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Motor  Carrier  Quarterly 
Report  of  Freight  Loss  and  Damage 
Claims,  Form  QL&D.  Carriers  shall  be  ex¬ 
empt  from  filing  such  quarterly  reports 
commencing  with  the  year  immediately 
following  the  third  consecutive  year  in 
which  a  carrier  fails  to  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  revenue  qualification.  Such  quar¬ 
terly  reports  (which  need  not  include 
data  relating  to  claims  filed  for  loss  or 
damage  to  shipments  transported  in 
armored-truck  service,  as  described  in 
Classification  of  Motor  Carriers  of  Prop¬ 
erty,  2  M.C.C.  703,  at  page  712)  shall  be 
filed  in  duplicate  in  the  office  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Accoimts,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20423, 
within  40  days  after  the  close  of  each 
quarter. 


Date  Oross  Carrier  Operating  Ctauification  Adoj^ed  hy 
Revenue  Carrier 

1.  Current  year,  10 _ _  $ _  Class  _ 

2.  Previous  year,  19 _ ,  $ _  Class  _ 

3.  Next  previous  year,  19 _ ,  $ _  C^lass  _ 

B.  On  the  ba.sis  of  the  information  in  Part  A  above  and  the  applicable  carrier  clas.sirication  rules  in  49  CFR,  1240, 
answer  the  questions  by  checkini;  the  appropriate  liox:  Yei  ^^o 

1.  Does  the  respondent  cturier  qualify  for  reclassiricatlon  to  a  Ilfdfccr  class?  O  □ 

2.  Does  tile  respondent  carrier  qualify  for  reclas-sification  to  a  lower  class?  □  □ 

IF  YOUR  ANSWER  TO  EITHER  QUESTION  IS  “YES”  COMPLETE  THE  REMAINDER  OF  THIS  FORM  AND  SEND  TO 

THE  COMMISSION 


C.  Ba-sed  on  the  infonnation  in  Parts  A  and  B  above  and  the  appUcublc  carrier  classificalion  rules  in  19  CFR,  1240, 
check  the  appropriate  box  relevant  to  your  new  class! licatUm: 

Check  one 

1.  Carrier's  New  Classification  box  only 

.  Class  I  or  Cla.ss  A  Q 

Class  II  or  Class  B  □ 

Class  III  or  Class  C  □ 

Crrtifieation 

Based  on  liie  information  provided  in  ttiis  fonn  I  will  adopt  the  accounting  and  reporting  requirements  for 
Class _ _ _ _  carriers  ellective  Jannai'y  1,  19 _ ,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  49  CFR  12 _ 

Signature  of  Affiant _ 

(N.B.  Motor  cairiers  of  proiierty  subject  to  two  classifications  of  operating  accounts  (such  as  household  goods  carriers 
having  general  commodity  and  other  operations)  shall  complete  one  form  for  each  operation  subject  to  change  ia 
class,  In  addition  to  the  one  applicable  to  the  total  operation.] 

CARRIERS  NOT  SUBJECT  TO  RECLASSIFICATION  ARE  EXEMPT  FROM  FILING  THIS  FORM 

(FR  Doc.  75-29910  Filed  11-5-75;  8:45  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  Is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[  43  CFR  Parts  23. 3040] 

[  30  CFR  Parts  211. 216] 

COAL  MINING  OPERATING  REGULATIONS 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  Friday,  September  5,  1975,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  published  a  No¬ 
tice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  which  would  revise  30  CFR 
Part  211  and  43  CFR  Part  23  and  pro- 
mulgate  a  new  subpart  3041  of  43  CFR 
(40  FR  41122). 

The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
invited  interested  parties  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments,  suggestions  or  objections 
to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  and/or  Director,  United  States 
Geological  Survey,  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1975. 

A  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  was  prepared  in  connection  with 
these  proposed  regulations.  A  notice  of 
the  availability  of  said  statement  was 
published  on  October  7,  1975  (40  FR 
46315) ,  and  a  period  of  45  days  from  the 
date  of  such  notice  was  set  for  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  written  comments  on  the  draft 
statement. 

In  response  to  several  requests  for 
additional  time  within  which  to  comment 
upon  the  proposed  regulations,  the  period 
for  submitting  comments,  suggestions  or 
objections  with  respect  thereto  is  hereby 
extended  from  November  4,  1975,  to  and 
including  Friday,  November  21,  1975. 

Written  comments  should  be  addressed 
to  Director,  United  States  (Geological 
Survey,  National  Center,  Reston,  Virginia 
22092,  and/or  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  (730),  Department  of  the 
Interior,  18th  and  C  Streets,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240. 

Dated:  November  3,  1975. 

Jack  W.  Carlson, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.75-29911  Piled  ll-5-76;8:46  am] 


Geological  Survey 
[30  CFR  Parts  211,216] 

COAL  MINING  OPERATING  REGULATIONS 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 
Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
issued  jointly  by  the  Department  of  In¬ 
terior’s  Geological  Survey  and  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  on  the  subject  of 
coal  mining  operating  regulations,  see 
FR  Doc.  75-29911  appearing  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules  section  of  this  issue. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  981] 

(Docket  No.  AO-214- A5] 

ALMONDS  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed  Amendment 

of  the  Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-29028,  appearing  at 
page  50289,  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday, 
October  29,  1975-,  the  following  correc¬ 
tions  should  be  made  on  page  50291: 

1.  In  the  first  column,  insert  the  line 
“Proposed  by  Superior  Farming  Co.:’’ 
above  item  19. 

2.  In  the  first  column,  insert  the  line 
“Proposed  by  Valley  Almond  Growers 
Cooperative:’’  above  item  20. 

3.  In  the  third  column,  insert  the  line 
“Proposed  by  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice:’’  above  item  23. 


[7  CFR  Part  984] 

WALNUTS  GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA, 
OREGON,  AND  WASHINGTON 

Proposed  Marketing  Percentages  for  the 
1975-76  Marketing  Year 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  proposal  to 
establish  free  and  surplus  marketing  per¬ 
centages  and  withholding  factors  for  the 
1975-76  marketing  year  as  follows:  Cali¬ 
fornia — 66%  percent,  33  Va  percent,  and 
50  percent,  respectively;  and  Oregon- 
Washington— OSVa  percent,  16%  percent, 
and  20  percent,  respectively.  ’The  1975-76 
marketing  year  began  on  August  1,  1974. 
The  proposed  percentages  would  be  es¬ 
tablished  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  984,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  984),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  walnuts  grown  in  California, 
Oregon,  and  Washington.  The  amended 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674). 

The  proposed  percentages  were  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Walnut  Marketing  Board 
pursuant  to  §  984.48  of  the  marketing 
agreement  and  order  program.  'The 
Board’s  recommendation  Is  based  on  es¬ 
timates  for  the  current  marketing  year  of 
supply,  and  inshell  and  shelled  trade  de¬ 
mands  adjusted  for  handler  carryover. 
In  recognition  of  marketing  and  produc¬ 
tion  differences,  the  order  specifies  that 
the  surplus  percentage  for  Oregon-Wash- 
ington  be  one-half  that  for  California. 

Tlie  total  1975-76  supply  subject  to 
regulation  is  estimated  at  168.7  million 
pounds  kemelweight.  Inshell  and  shelled 


trade  demands  adjusted  for  handler 
carryover  are  estimated  at  34.1  and  79 
million  pounds  kemelweight.  or  a  total 
trade  demand  of  113.1  million  pounds 
kemelweight. 

The  proposed  regulation  would  meet 
the  trade  demand  by  esteblishing  the 
supply  of  merchantable  walnuts  avail¬ 
able  to  the  domestic  inshell  and  shelled 
markets  at  maximum  quantities  that 
can  be  expected  to  be  utilized,  while  also 
providing  an  ample  carryover  into  the 
1976-77  marketing  year.  The  surplus  is 
primarily  for  export. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
written  data,  views,  or  argiunents  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposal  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  tile  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  Washington,  D  C. 
20250,  not  later  than  November  21,  1975. 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  should  be  in  quadruplicate 
and  will  be  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  ofiBce  of  the  Hearing  Cleric 
during  regular  business  hours  (7  CFR 
1.27(b)). 

The  proposal  is  as  follows: 

§  984.222  Free  and  surplus  percentages 
and  withholding  factors  for  walnuts 
during  the  1975—76  marketing  year. 

The  free  and  surplus  percentages,  and 
withholding  factors  during  the  market¬ 
ing  year  beginning  August  1,  1975,  shall 
be  as  follows: 


California  Oregon- 
Washington 


Fre«  percentages . 

mi 

Sin-pl’us  percentages . 

3314 

mi 

Withholding  factors _ 

60 

20 

It  is  hereby 

certified  that 

the 

economic  and  inflationary  Impacts  of 
this  proposed  regulation  have  been  care¬ 
fully  evaluated  in  accordance  with  OMB 
Circular-A-107. 

Dated;  October  31, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-29892  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[9  CFR  Part  113] 

VIRUSES.  SERUMS,  TOXINS,  AND 
ANALOGOUS  PRODUCTS 

Proposed  Test  Procedures 

•  Purpose:  To  revise  the  test  procedures 
for  testing  live  vaccines  for  purity.  • 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  contained  in  section 
553  of  ’Title  5,  United  States  Code,  that 
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it  is  proposed  to  amend  certain  of  the 
regulations  relating  to  viruses,  serums, 
toxins,  and  analogous  products  in  Part 
113  of  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  issued  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Virus-Serum-Toxin  Act  of  March  4, 
1913  (21  U.S.C.  151-158) . 

Bacterial  or  fungicidal  contamination 
of  live  virus  vaccines  is  detected  by  using 
the  test  procedures  prescribed  in  §  113.27. 
The  authorized  retests  using  only  ten 
samples  creates  a  doubt  as  to  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  the  results  obtained.  This  doubt 
is  eliminated  for  all  practical  purposes 
when  twenty  samples  are  used  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  these  amendments. 

The  tests  for  bacterial  contamination 
prescribed  in  §  113.26  for  use  in  testing 
for  bacteria  in  products  other  than  live 
virus  vaccines  calls  for  incubation  for 
14  days.  The  test  in  §  113.27  calls  for  in¬ 
cubation  for  only  7  days.  Experience  has 
shown  that  some  bacterial  contamina¬ 
tion  is  not  determined  until  the  second 
week  of  incubation.  These  amendments 
increase  the  incubation  period  to  14  days 
in  §  113.27  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  in  §  113.26. 

These  amendments  change  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  the  diluent  to  be  used  in 
the  test  from  “sterile  distilled  water”  to 
“sterile  purified  water.”  This  change 
permits  the  use  of  water  which  has  been 
purified  by  means  other  than  distillation. 

§  113.27  is  amended  by  revising  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  (3)  (ii) ,  (a)  (4) ,  (a)  (7)  (i)  and 
(ii).  (c)(1),  (d)(2),  (d)(2)  (i),  (ii)  and 
(vii) ,  and  adding  a  new  paragraph 
d)  (2)  (viil)  to  read: 

§  113.27  Detection  of  viable  bacteria 
and  fungi  in  live  vaccines. 
***** 

(a)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  ♦  * 

tii)  Desiccated  vaccine  shall  be  rehy¬ 
drated  as  recommended  on  the  label  with 
the  accompanying  diluent  or  with  sterile 
purified  water. 

(4)  To  test  for  bacteria,  0.2  ml  of  vac¬ 
cine  from  each  final  container  sample 
shall  be  placed  into  a  corresponding  indi¬ 
vidual  vessel  containing  a  minimum  of 
120  ml  of  Soybean  Casein  Digest  Me¬ 
dium.  Additional  medium  shall  be  used 
if  the  determination  made  as  required  in 
S  113.25(d)  indicates  the  need  for  a 
greater  dilution  of  the  biological  prod¬ 
uct.  Incubation  shall  be  at  30°  to  35°  C 
for  14  days. 

(7)  *  *  ♦ 

(i)  If  grrowth  is  found  in  two  or  three 
test  vessels  of  the  initial  test,  one  retest 
to  rule  out  faulty  technique  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  using  20  unopened  final  container 
samples. 

(ii)  If  no  growth  is  found  in  9  or  10  of 
the  test  vessels  in  the  initial  test  or  19 
or  20  of  the  test  vessels  in  the  retest,  the 
serial  or  subserial  meets  the  requirements 
of  the  test. 

***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(1)  To  test  for  bacteria,  0.2  ml  of  the 
sample  of  Master  Seed  Virus  shall  be 


placed  in  10  individual  vessels  each  con¬ 
taining  a  minimiun  of  120  ml  of  Soy¬ 
bean  Casein  Digest  Medium.  Incubation 
shall  be  at  30°  to  35°  C  for  14  days. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(d)  *  ♦  * 

(2)  Test  procedures  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  followed. 

(i)  Ten  final  container  samples  of  com¬ 
pleted  product  from  each  serial  and  each 
subserial  shall  be  tested  using  the  me¬ 
dium  prescribed  in  paragraph  (d)(1)  of 
this  section. 

(ii)  Immediately  prior  to  starting  the 
test,  fi’ozen  liquid  vaccine  shall  be 
thawed,  and  lyophilized  vaccine  shall  be 
rehydrated  to  the  quantity  recommended 
on  the  label  using  the  accompanying 
sterile  diluent  or  sterile  purified  water. 
Product  recommended  for  mass  vaccina¬ 
tion  shall  be  rehydrated  at  the  rate  of  30 
ml  sterile  purified  water  per  1000  doses. 

♦  *  *  ♦  * 

(vii)  If  the  average  count  at  either  in¬ 
cubation  condition  for  a  serial  or  sub¬ 
serial  exceeds  one  colony  per  dose  for 
vaccines  recommended  for  poultry  or  10 
colonies  per  dose  for  vaccines  recom¬ 
mended  for  other  animals,  one  retest  to 
rule  out  faulty  technique  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  using  20  unopened  final  con¬ 
tainers. 

(viii)  If  the  average  count  at  either 
incubation  condition  of  the  final  test  for 
a  serial  or  subserial  exceeds  one  colony 
per  dose  for  vaccines  recommended  for 
poultry  or  10  colonies  per  dose  for  vac¬ 
cines  recommended  for  other  animals, 
the  serial  or  subserial  is  unsatisfactory. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  regulations  to  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator,  Veterinary  Services, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Services,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Room  828-A,  Federal  Building, 
Hyattsville,  Mai-yland  20782.  All  com¬ 
ments  received  on  or  before  December  8, 
1975,  will  be  considered. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  above  address, 
during  regular  hours  of  business  (8  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  to  Friday,  except 
holidays)  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3rd 
day  of  November,  1975. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-29894  Filed  11-5-75; 8; 45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[  50  CFR  Part  285  ] 

ATLANTIC  TUNA  FISHERIES 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  (the  Secretary),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  6(c)  of  the  Atlantic 


Tunas  Convention  Act  of  1975,  Pub.  L. 
94-70, 16  use  971-971h,  (the  Act)  which 
authorizes  the  Secretary  to  promulgate 
regulations  to  implement  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  International  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  Conservation  of  Atlantic 
Tunas  (ICCAT) ,  proposes  to  delete  exist¬ 
ing  Subpart  A — “General,”  to  add  a  new 
Subpart  A — “General,”  to  add  a  new 
Subpart  C — “Yellowfin  Tuna,”  and  to 
add  a  new  Subpart  D — “Restrictions  on 
Tuna  Imports”  to  50  CFR  Part  285.  The 
authority  of  the  Secretary  under  the  Act 
has  been  delegated  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  (the 
Director) . 

Existing  subpart  A  contains  general 
provisions  that  were  meant  to  apply  to 
all  subsequent  subparts.  Subpart  A  was 
initially  promulgated  on  August  13,  1975, 
pursuant  to  Section  6(d)  of  the  Act 
which  provided  authority  to  promulgate 
regulations  with  respect  to  Atlantic  blue- 
fin  tuna  within  30  days  of  the  Act’s  en¬ 
actment  (See  40  FR  33978).  Because  the 
statutory  authority  for  existing  Subpart 
A  applies  only  to  Atlantic  bluefln  tuna. 
Subpart  A  must  be  repromulgated  if  it 
is  to  apply  to  tuna  other  than  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  to  be  regulated  pursuant  to 
the  Act  and  these  regulations.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  because  of  the  proposed  new  Sub¬ 
parts  C  and  D,  certain  changes  must  be 
made  to  existing  Subpart  A. 

In  §  285.1  Definitions  the  following 
additional  terms,  among  others,  are  pro¬ 
posed:  Cargo  vessel.  Fishing  voyage.  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  Regulatory  Area,  Tuna, 
Round  tuna  and  Yellowfin  tuna.  No 
changes  are  proposed  for  §§  285.2,  285.4, 
285.5  and  285.7.  A  landing  prohibition  is 
added  to  §  285.3.  Section  285.6  Civil  pro¬ 
cedures  is  expanded  to  provide  for  the 
expeditious  disposition  of  seized  tuna 
because  of  its  perishable  nature.  Finally. 
§  285.8  is  added  to  clarify  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  these  regulations  to  those  State 
laws  which  are  similar  in  subject  matter. 
Section  9  of  the  Act  provides  for  regula¬ 
tions  to  be  effective  within  the  territorial 
sea  of  the  United  States  (generally  the 
area  over  which  the  States  have  jurisdic¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  Submerged  Lands 
Act,  43  U.S.C.  1301-1343),  provided  that 
the  Secretary  first  deterrnlnes  that: 

a.  Within  a  reasonable  period  of  time 
after  promulgation  of  these  regulations 
States  have  not  adopted  measures  which 
implement  the  Commission’s  recom¬ 
mendations;  or 

b.  If  a  State  adopts  regulations  they 
are: 

(1)  Less  restrictive:  or 

(2)  Not  effectively  enforced. 

There  is  also  provision  for  a  State  to 
request  a  hearing  on  the  record  to  con¬ 
sider  these  issues.  (These  provisions  are 
proposed  to  be  implemented  by  §  285.8.) 
Consequently,  it  is  necessary  to  initially 
define  the  regulatory  area  for  yellowfin 
tima  to  exclude  the  territorial  sea  of  the 
United  States.  In  the  event  the  Director 
makes  a  finding  that  the  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  a  State(s),  or  the  absence 
thereof,  do  not  meet  the  criteria  of  sec¬ 
tion  9  of  the  Act,  and  publishes  notice 
thereof  pursuant  to  §  285.8  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations,  the  regulatory  area 
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for  yellowfin  tuna  will  automatically  in¬ 
clude  the  territorial  sea  or  any  part 
thereof  as  appropriate.  Section  285.8  of 
the  proposed  regidations  will  allow  States 
30  days  from  the  date  of  promulgation  of 
these  regulations  to  adopt  appropriate 
measures. 

In  this  regard  it  should  be  noted  that 
on  August  13,  1975,  regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  to  Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna  were  pro¬ 
mulgated  (40  PR  33978)  which  initially 
defined  “regulatory  area”  to  include  the 
territorial  sea.  As  noted  in  the  preamble 
to  those  regulations,  this  definition  was 
based  on  the  language  set  forth  in  the 
House  and  Senate  Reports  which  recog¬ 
nized  the  emeigency  nature  of  the  ac¬ 
tion  (See  40  PR  33979) .  In  that  instance 
States  were  afforded  the  opportunity  to 
.  adopt  similar  measures  within  30  days  of 
the  date  of  promulgation,  and  if  adopted 
the  Pederal  regulations  would  not  have 
continued  in  effect  in  waters  over  which 
the  States  have  jurisdiction.  No  State 
adopted  such  measures  within  the  pre¬ 
scribed  period  of  time.  Consequently  the 
regulations  pertaining  to  Atlantic  Blue- 
fin  Tuna  remain  in  effect  within  the 
territorial  sea  of  the  United  States. 

Although  the  Director  is  not  propos¬ 
ing,  at  this  time,  to  amend  Subpart  B — 
“Atlantic  bluefin  tuna,”  Subpart  B  is  set 
forth  so  that  a  fair  assessment  can  be 
made  of  those  proposed  provisions  of 
Part  285  which  may  relate  to  it. 

Subpart  C  contains  those  regulations 
which  pertain  exclusively  to  yellowfin 
tuna  {.Thunnus  albacares).  These  regu¬ 
lations  are  designed  to  implement  the 
recommendations  of  the  International 
Convention  for  the  Conservation  of  At¬ 
lantic  Tunas,  the  text  of  which  are  as 
follows : 

Appendix  2  to  Annex  6 

RECOMMENDATION 

The  Council: 

Referring  to  Ite:  \  13  of  the  Proceedings  of 
the  Second  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Commls- 
^on,  held  In  Madrid  in  1971,  authorizing  the 
Council  to  recommend  to  the  Contracting 
States  to  take  regulatory  measures  regarding 
yellowfin. 

Recommends  that  the  Contracting  States 
take  the  necessary  measures  to  prohibit  any 
taking  and  landing  of  yellowfin  tuna  weigh¬ 
ing  less  than  3.2  kg. 

Notwithstanding  the  above  regulation,  the 
Contracting  States  may  grant  tolerances  to 
boats  which  have  Incidentally  captured  yel¬ 
lowfin  weighing  less  than  3.2  kg.,  with  the 
condition  that  this  incidental  catch  should 
not  exceed  15  percent  of  the  number  of  fish 
per  landing  of  the  total  yellowfin  catch  of 
said  boats. 

Subsequent  to  these  recommendations 
becoming  effective,  several  nations  ex¬ 
pressed  great  diflaculty  in  the  practical 
application  of  the  recommend^  toler¬ 
ance  measured  solely  on  the  number  of 
fish.  As  a  result  of  &is  difficulty,  it  was 
resolved  that  a  tolerance  measured  by 
weight  of  fish  would  be  acceptable  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  tolerance  is  equivalent 
to  the  tolerance  measured  by  the  num¬ 
ber  of  fish. 

The  united  States  has  chosen  to  use  a 
tolerance  measured  by  weight  of  fish. 
The  equivalent  tolerance  by  weight  has 


been  determined  to  be  3  percent.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  allowable  Incidental  catch 
set  forth  in  §  285.22  is  expressed  as  3 
percent  by  weight. 

Section  285.20  authorizes  the  taking  of 
yellowfin  tuna  that  weigh  7  pounds  round 
weight  (3.2  kg.)  or  more.  The  open  and 
closed  seasons  are  set  forth  in  §  285.21. 
Provision  is  made  for  incidental  catch  in 
§  285.22.  In  §  285.23  recordkeeping  re¬ 
quirements  similar  to  those  required  for 
vessels  that  fish  for  yellowfin  tuna  in  the 
Pacific  Ocean  are  provided. 

Section  285.24  requires  that  fishing 
vessels  entering  or  departing  the  regu¬ 
latory  area  through  the  Panama  Canal 
must  advise  the  Regional  Director, 
Southwest  Region,  and  be  subject  to 
inspection. 

Subpart  D  contains  regulations  con¬ 
cerning  the  importation  of  Atlantic 
timas  from  any  coimtry  in  any  form. 

In  §  285.30  references  to  toe  Act  are  made 
concerning  the  requirement  for  such  im¬ 
portation  regulations. 

Section  285.31  lists  yellowfin  tuna  and 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  as  the  species  regu¬ 
lated  pursuant  to  the  Act.  Section  285.32 
notes  that  yellowfin  tuna,  Atlantic  blue¬ 
fin  tuna,  skipjack,  albacore,  bigeye,  At¬ 
lantic  bonita,  and  billfishes  are  presently 
under  investigation  by  the  Commission. 
Section  285.33  authorizes  the  Director  to 
conduct  inquiries  and  investigations  con¬ 
cerning  the  effectiveness  of  toe  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendations  as  they  relate  to 
actions  by  other  member  countries.  Sec¬ 
tion  285.34  requires  the  publication  of 
the  findings  resulting  from  investigations 
carried  out  under  §  285.33.  Section  285.35 
sets  forth  the  standards  of  proof  required 
for  toe  importation  of  tuna.  The  re¬ 
moval  of  Import  restrictions  is  provided 
for  in  §  285.36. 

Hearings  will  be  held  to  solicit  com¬ 
ments  from  the  public  on  proposed  sub¬ 
parts,  A,  C,  and  D.  In  order  to  provide 
maximum  participation  by  interested 
persons,  two  hearings  have  been  sched¬ 
uled.  A  public  hearing  will  be  held  on 
toe  West  coast  since  yellowfin  tima  taken 
in  the  Atlantic  is  taken  by  vessels  which 
are  either  based  in  California  or  have 
representation  in  California.  A  public 
hearing  will  also  be  held  on  toe  East 
Coast  since  commercial  and  recreational, 
interests  in  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  are 
located  there  and  these  interests  may  be 
affected  by  proposed  subparts  A  and  D. 

As  previously  noted  on  August  13, 1975, 
the  Director,  pursuant  to  section  6(d)  of 
the  Act,  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  33978)  emergency  conserva¬ 
tion  measures  designed  to  implement 
recommendations  approved  by  toe  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  to  Atlantic  Bluefin 
Tuna.  These  regulations  will  not  be  toe 
subject  of  toe  scheduled  hearings;  only 
the  proposed  new  subparts  A,  C,  and  D 
will  be  addressed. 

On  the  West  coast,  interested  persons 
will  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  com¬ 
ment  on  toe  proposed  regulations  at  a 
public  hearing  scheduled  to  be  held  in 
the  United  Portuguese  Club,  2818  Addi¬ 
son  Street,  San  Diego,  California,  be¬ 
ginning  at  9:30  a.m.,  November  25,  1975. 


Any  person  who  intends  to  testify  at  this 
hearing  is  requested  to  furnish  in  writing, 
prior  to  the  hearing,  his  name  and  the 
name  of  the  organization  he  represents, 
if  any,  to  the  Regional  Director,  South¬ 
west  Region,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  300  South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal 
Island,  California,  90731.  Any  interested 
person  may  submit  in  writing  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  Southwest  Region  on  or 
before  December  4,  1975  any  relevant 
data,  views  or  arguments. 

On  toe  East  coast,  interested  persons 
will  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  proposed  regulations  at  a 
public  hearing  to  be  held  in  Room  E226, 

J.  F.  K.  Federal  Building,  Cambridge 
Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  beginning 
at  10  a.m.,  November  25, 1975.  Any  person 
who  intends  to  testify  at  this  hearing  is 
requested  to  furnish  in  writing,  prior  to 
the  hearing  his  name  and  the  name  of 
the  organization  he  represents,  if  any,  to 
the  Regional  Director  at  Gloucester, 
Massachusetts.  Any  interested  person 
may  submit  in  writing  to  toe  Regional 
Director,  Northeast  Region  on  or  before 
December  4,  1975,  any  relevant  data, 
views  or  arguments. 

As  a  result  of  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  assessment  of  the  impact 
of  these  proposed  regulations  on  toe  en¬ 
vironment,  pursuant  to  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  PoliC3'  Act  of  1969  (NEPA) , 
42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  this  proposed  action  does  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  signLl- 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  toe  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of 
NEPA  and  therefore  does  not  require  the 
preparation  of  a  detailed  environmental 
impact  statement  under  section  4332(2) 
(c)  of  NEPA. 

In  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
No.  11821  dated  November  27,  1974,  it  is 
hereby  certified  that  the  inflationary  im¬ 
pact  of  this  action  on  toe  Nation  has  been 
carefully  evaluated;  no  substantial  im¬ 
pact  on  toe  Nation  is  anticipated. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  dated 
November  3,  1975. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director. 

In  consideration  of  toe  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  (with  toe  exception 
of  Subpart  B — “Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna” 
which  is  set  forth  only  to  facilitate  an 
adequate  analysis)  50  CFR  Part  285  by 
deleting  existing  Subpart  A — “General” 
and  by  adding  in  lieu  thereof,  a  new  Sub¬ 
part  A — “General,”  by  adding  a  new  Sub¬ 
part  C — ^“Yellowfin  tuna”  and  by  adding 
a  new  Subpart  D — “Restrictions  on  Tuna 
Imports,”  as  follows: 

PART  285— ATLANTIC  TUNAS 

Subpart  A — Ganaral 

Sec. 

285.1  Definitions. 

285.2  Basis  and  purpose. 

285.3  Prohibitions. 

285.4  Ctrll  penalties. 

285.5  Enforcement. 

285.6  Civil  procedures. 

285.7  Persons  and  vessels  exempt. 

285.8  Relationship  to  other  laws  and  regu¬ 

lations. 
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Subpart  B — Atlantic  Blue*in  Tuna  (Thunnus 
thynnus  thynnus) 

Sec. 

285.10  Authorized  fishing. 

285.11  Open  and  closed  seasons. 

285.12  Quotas. 

285.13  Incidental  catch. 

285.14  Reporting  requirements. 

285.15  Presumptions. 

Subpart  C — Yellowfin  Tuna 
(Thunnus  albacares) 

285.20  Authorized  fishing. 

285.21  Open  and  closed  settsons. 

285.22  Incidental  catch. 

285.23  Recordkeeping. 

285.24  Reporting  requirements. 

Subpart  D — Restrictions  on  Tuna  Imports 

285.30  Basis  and  purpose. 

285.31  Species  subject  to  regulation. 

285.32  Species  under  investigation  by  the 

Commission. 

285.33  Investigation  authorized. 

285.34  Publication  of  findings. 

285.35  Proof  of  admissibility. 

285.36  Removal  of  Import  restrictions. 
Aothoritt:  Atlantic  Tunas  Convention 

Act  of  1975,  Pub.  L.  94-70,  16  U.S.C.  971-971h. 

Subpart  A — General 
§  285.1  Definitions. 

In  addition  to  the  meaning  ascribed  by 
the  Act,  if  any,  the  following  terms  shall 
mean; 

“The  Act”  means  Atlantic  Tunas  Con¬ 
vention  Act  of  1975,  Pub.  L.  94-70. 

“Albacore”  means  the  species  of  fish 
scientifically  known  as  Thunnus  ala~ 
lunga. 

“Angling”  means  the  taking  or  the  at¬ 
tempted  taking  of  fish  with  a  hand  held 
rod  and  reel  designed  and  manufactured 
for  the  purpose  of  sport. 

“Atlantic  bluefin  tuna”  means  the  spe¬ 
cies  of  fish  scientifically  known  as  Thun¬ 
nus  thynnus  thynnus. 

“Atlantic  bonito”  means  the  species  of 
fish  scientifically  known  as  Sarda  chilien- 
sis. 

“Cargo  vessel”  means  any  fishing  ves¬ 
sels  used  for  transporting  fish  or  fish 
products. 

“Closed  season”  means  (a)  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  the  time 
during  which  a  regulated  species  may  not 
be  lawfully  taken  within  the  regulatory 
area,  except  in  limited  quantities  as  an 
incident  to  fishing  for  species  of  fish 
other  than  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  with 
which  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  may  be 
mingled;  (b)  for  purposes  of  yellowfin 
tima,  the  time  during  which  yellowfin 
tima  may  not  be  lawfully  taken  within 
the  regulatory  area. 

“Commercial  activity”  means  all  activ¬ 
ities,  other  than  fishing,  of  industry  and 
trade,  including  but  not  limited  to,  the 
buying  and  selling  of  a  regulated  species 
and  activities  conducted  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  such  buying  and  selling. 

“Commission”  means  the  International 
Conunission  for  the  Conservation  of  At¬ 
lantic  Tunas  established  pursuant  to 
Article  in  of  the  Convention. 

“Convention”  means  the  International 
Convention  for  the  Conservation  of  At¬ 
lantic  Tunas,  signed  at  Rio  de  Janeiro 
May  14,  1966,  20  U.S.T.  2887,  including 
any  amendments  or  protocols  which  are 
or  become  effective  for  the  United  States. 


“Council”  means  the  Council  estab¬ 
lished  within  the  International  Commis¬ 
sion  for  the  Conservation  of  Atlantic 
Tunas  pursuant  to  Article  V  of  the  Con¬ 
vention. 

“Dealer”  means  any  person  (as  herein¬ 
after  defined)  who  engages  in  a  commer¬ 
cial  activity  with  respect  to  a  regulated 
species  or  parts  thereof. 

“Director”  means  the  Director  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

“Fishing”  means  the  catching,  taking, 
or  fishing  for,  or  the  attempted  catching, 
taking,  or  fishing  for,  any  species  of  fish 
covered  by  the  Convention,  or  any  activ¬ 
ities  in  support  thereof, 

“Fishing  vessel”  includes  all  water¬ 
craft,  except  purse  seine  skiffs,  which  are 
used,  used  in  support  of,  or  outfitted  for, 
catching,  taking,  processing  or  transport¬ 
ing  fish. 

“Fishing  voyage”  means  the  period  be¬ 
tween  the  date  a  fishing  vessel  departs 
from  any  port  to  carry  out  fishing  opera¬ 
tions  and  the  date  such  vessel  unloads 
any  of  its  catch  or  the  date  such  vessel 
returns  to  any  port  for  the  express  pur¬ 
pose  of  receiving  an  inspection  by  a  des¬ 
ignated  agent  of  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

“Open  season”  means  the  time  during 
which  a  regulated  species  may  be  law¬ 
fully  taken  within  the  regulatory  area  in 
accordance  with  established  quotas  or 
other  limitations. 

“Person”  includes  any  individual, 
partnership,  corporation,  or  ass(x;iation 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States. 

“Purse  seining”  means  the  taking  or 
the  attempted  taking  of  fish  by  means 
of  an  encircling  net  and  associated  gear 
used  in  commercial  fishing  operations. 

“Quota”  means  the  amoimt  of  fish 
measured  either  by  number  or  weight, 
that  may  be  retained. 

“Regional  Director”  means: 

(a)  For  purposes  of  Atlantic  b’uefin 
tuna — the  Regional  Director,  Northeast 
Region,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  Federal  Building,  14  Elm  Street, 
Gloucester,  Massachusetts  01930. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  yellowfin  tuna — 
the  Regional  Director,  Southwest  Re¬ 
gion,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
300  South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Is¬ 
land,  California  90731. 

“Regulatory  area”  means; 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  Atlantic  blue¬ 
fin  tuna — all  waters  of  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  Including  adjacent  seas; 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  yellowfin 
tuna — all  waters  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
including  adjacent  seas  except  the 
waters  over  which  States  have  jurisdic¬ 
tion  unless  the  Director  has  determined 
otherwise  in  accordance  with  §  285.8. 

“Round  weight”  means  the  weight  of 
a  fish  prior  to  gilling,  gutting,  and  be¬ 
heading. 

“Secretary”  includes  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  or  his  designee. 

“State”  means  the  States  of  the 
United  States,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  and 
the  territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States. 


“Tuna”  means  Atlantic  bluefin,  yel¬ 
lowfin,  skipjack,  albacore  or  Atlantic 
bonito. 

“Yellowfin  tima”  means  the  species  of 
fish  scientifically  knowm  as  Thunnus  al¬ 
bacares. 

§  285.2  Basiit  and  purpuHc.. 

(a)  At  a  Tuna  Symposium  convened 
in  Dakar,  Senegal  December  12-17,  1960, 
the  Commission  for  Technical  Coopera¬ 
tion  in  Africa  South  of  the  Sahara  sug¬ 
gested  the  need  to  develop  international 
procedures  for  the  conservation  of  Atlan¬ 
tic  tunas.  The  idea  gained  support  and 
culminated  in  the  convening  of  a  Con¬ 
ference  of  Plenipotentiaries  on  the  Con¬ 
servation  of  Atlantic  Tunas  in  Rio  de 
Janeiro,  Brazil,  during  May  2-14,  1966. 
The  Conference  prepared  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Convention  for  the  Conservation 
of  Atlantic  Tunas,  which  entered  into 
force  March  21,  1969,  after  ratification 
by  Canada,  Japan,  France,  Ghana, 
South  Africa,  Spain,  and  the  United 
States.  Ratifications  have  been  deposited 
by  Brazil,  Cuba,  Ivory  Coast,  Korea, 
Morocco,  Portugal  and  Senegal  since  the 
Convention  entered  into  force. 

(b)  The  International  Commission  for 
the  Conservation  of  Atlantic  Tunas 
(ICC AT)  has  been  established  under  the 
authority  of  the  Convention.  The  Com¬ 
mission  is  responsible  for  the  study  of  the 
populations  of  tuna  and  tuna-like  fishes 
in  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  is  empowered 
to  recommend  proposals  for  joint  action 
by  member  governments  aimed  at  main¬ 
taining  these  stocks  at  levels  which  will 
permit  the  maximum  sustainable  catch. 
The  Commission  structure  also  includes 
a  Council  which  serves  as  an  executive 
body  between  biennial  meetings  of  the 
Commission. 

(c)  The  First  Regular  Meeting  of  the 
Commission  held  in  Rome,  December  1- 
6, 1969,  and  the  First  Regular  Meeting  of 
the  Council  in  Madrid,  November  16-20, 
1970,  centered  on  organizational  ques¬ 
tions.  Priority  was  given  to  the  collec¬ 
tion  of  basic  data  by  the  Secretariat  from 
member  countries  on  tuna  fisheries  and 
to  the  organization  of  a  Standing  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Research  and  Statistics 
(SCRS).  The  Committee,  composed  of 
scientists  from  member  coimtries,  is 
responsible  for  coordinating  and  review¬ 
ing  data  collection  knd  stock  assessment 
work  on  tuna  and  tuna-like  species  in 
the  Atlantic. 

(d)  At  the  second  biennial  meeting  of 
the  Commission  held  In  Madrid  Decem¬ 
ber  2-7,  1971,  the  S(Z!RS  reviewed  the 
somewhat  limited  data  available  and 
warned  that  ffegulatory  measures  may 
be  needed  in  the  future  (1)  to  control 
the  taking  of  Atlantic  bluefin  and  yellow¬ 
fin  tuna  below  a  certain  size  and  (2)  to 
reduce  fishing  intensity  on  yellowfin 
tuna. 

(e)  At  the  Second  Regular  Meeting  of 
the  ICCAT  Council  in  Madrid  Novem¬ 
ber  29-December  5,  1972.  The  Council 
recommended  a  ban  on  taking  and  land¬ 
ing  yellowfin  tuna  weighing  less  than  3.2 
kilograms  but  provided  for  an  incidental 
catch  allowance  for  yellowfin  tima  weigh¬ 
ing  less  than  3.2  kilograms  of  15  percent 
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of  all  yellowfin  onboard.  The  Council  held 
its  Third  Regular  Meeting  in  Madrid  No¬ 
vember  20-26,  1974,  at  which  time  it 
adopted  two  regulatory  measures  for 
Atlantic  bluefln  tima  which  included  a 
6.4  kilogram  minimum  size  and  a  limit 
on  fishing  mortality  of  Atlantic  bluefln 
tuna  to  recent  levels  for  a  period  of  one 
year.  The  Coimcil’s  recommendations 
were  formally  approved  by  a  majority  of 
the  Commission  members  in  February 
1975. 

(f)  On  August  5,  1975,  the  President 
signed  into  law  the  Atlantic  Tuna  Con¬ 
vention  Act  of  1975,  which  under  certain 
conditions  authorizes  the  Secretary  to 
implement  the  Commission’s  recom¬ 
mendations.  The  Secretary’s  authority 
imder  the  Act  has  been  delegated  to  the 
Director. 

(g)  The  regulations  in  this  part  are 
designed  to  implement  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  conservation. 

§  285.3  Prohibitions. 

(a)  It  shall  be  unlawful — 

(1)  For  any  person  in  charge  of  a 
fishing  vessel  or  any  fishing  vessel  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  to  engage  in  fishing  or  to  land  any 
tima  in  violation  of  these  regulations;  or 

(2)  For  any  person  to  land,  transship, 
ship,  transport,  purchase,  sell,  offer  for 
sale,  import,  export,  or  have  in  custody, 
possession,  or  control  any  fish  which  he 
knows,  or  should  have  known,  were  taken 
or  retained  contrary  to  these  regulations, 
without  regard  to  the  citizenship  of  the 
person  or  fishing  vessel  which  took  the 
fish. 

(b)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  a  dealer 
or  master  or  any  person  in  charge  of 
any  fishing  vessel  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States  to  fail  to 
make,  keep,  or  furnish  any  catch  re¬ 
turns,  statistical  records,  or  other  re¬ 
ports  required  by  these  regulations  to 
be  made,  kept,  or  furnished  by  such 
dealer,  master  or  person. 

(c)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  a  dealer  or 
master  or  any  person  in  charge  of  any 
fishing  vessel  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  to  refuse  to  permit 
any  person  authorized  to  enforce  the 
provisions  of  these  regulations,  to  enter 
the  premises  of  said  dealer  or  to  board 
such  vessel  in  order  to  inspect  its  catch, 
equipment,  books,  documents,  records, 
or  other  ancles  or  question  the  persons 
onboard  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  these  regulations,  or  to  ob¬ 
struct  such  officials  in  the  execution  of 
such  duties. 

(d)  It  shall  be  imlawful  for  any  per¬ 
son  to  import  from  any  country  any  fish 
in  any  form  of  those  species  subject  to 
regulation  pursuant  to  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  or  any  fish  in 
any  form  not  under  regulation  but  under 
Investigation  by  the  Commission,  during 
the  period  such  fish  have  been  denied 
entry  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  these  regulations. 

§  285.4  Civil  penalties. 

Any  person  who— 

(a)  Violates  any  provision  of  §  285.3 
(a)  of  this  Part  shall  be  assessed  a  civil 


penalty  of  not  more  than  $25,000  and 
for  any  subsequent  violation  of  said  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  assessed  a  civil  penalty  of 
not  more  than  $50,000; 

(b)  Violates  any  provision  of  I  285.3 
(b)  or  (c)  of  this  Part  shall  be  assessed 
a  penalty  of  not  more  than  $1,000  and 
for  any  subsequent  violation  of  said  sub¬ 
section  shall  be  assessed  a  civil  penalty  of 
not  more  than  $5,000;  or 

(c)  Violates  any  provision  of  §  285.3 
(d)  of  this  Part  shall  be  assessed  a  civil 
penalty  of  not  more  than  $100,000. 

§  285.5  Enforcement. 

(a)  These  regulations  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  shall  be  enforced 
jointly  by  the  Secretary,  the  Secretary 
of  the  department  in  which  the  Coast 
Guard  is  operating,  and  the  United 
States  Customs  Service. 

(b)  Enforcement  Agents  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  shall 
enforce  these  regulations  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  on  behalf  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  and  may  take  any  actions  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Act  and  these  regulations 
with  respect  to  enforcement.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  may  utilize,  by  agreement,  the 
personnel,  services,  and  facilities  of  any 
other  Federal  Agency  for  the  purposes 
of  enforcing  this  Act.  Pursuant  to  the 
limitations  of  section  6  of  the  Act,  the 
Secretary  may  also  designate  personnel 
of  a  State  to  enforce  these  regulations 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

§  285.6  Civil  procedures. 

(a)  The  method  for  assessment  of  civil 
penalties  for  violation  of  these  regula¬ 
tions  or  the  Act  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  and  procedures  set  forth 
in  50  CFR  Part  218. 

(b)  In  view  of  the  perishable  nature 
of  tuna  when  not  processed  otherwise 
than  by  chilling  or  freezing,  any  person 
authorized  to  enforce  the  regulations  in 
this  part  may  cause  to  be  sold,  and  any 
person  may  pm-chase,  for  not  less  than 
its  reasonable  market  value  such  quan¬ 
tities  of  perishable  tunas  as  may  be 
seized  and  forfeited  pinsuant  to  the  Act 
or  any  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under. 

(c)  The  proceeds  of  any  sale  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sectiem 
after  deducting  the  reasonable  costs  of 
the  sale,  if  any,  shall  be  remitted  by  the 
p\u*chaser  to  the  Regional  Director  for 
deposit  and  retention  in  the  Suspense 
Account  of  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service  (Account  No.  14X6875(17) 
pending  judgment  of  the  court  or  other 
disposition  of  the  case. 

(d)  If  a  duly  constituted  official  acting 
imder  authority  and  in  behalf  of  a  State 
of  the  United  States  seizes  any  tuna  taken 
in  the  regulatory  area  under  the  applica¬ 
ble  laws  or  regulations  of  such  govern¬ 
ment,  such  tuna  may  be  forfeited  and 
sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of  pursuant 
to  such  laws  or  regi^tions.  Any  tuna 
so  seized  by  an  official  of  a  State  shall 
not  be  seized  by  an  officer  or  employee  of 
the  Federal  Government  unless  it  is  vol- 
imtarily  turned  over  to  him  to  be  proc¬ 
essed  again  imder  applicable  Federal  laws 
or  regulations. 


§  285.7  Persons  and  vessels  exempt. 

Nothing  contained  in  this  Part  shall 
apply  to  any  person  or  vessel  authorized 
by  the  Commission,  the  Director  or  any 
State,  upon  approval  by  the  Director,  to 
engage  in  fishing  for  research  purposes. 

§  28.5.8  Relationship  to  other  laws  and 
regulations. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  subsection  9(d)  of  the 
Act,  with  respect  to  any  State  whose  wa¬ 
ters  border  on  the  convention  area; 

(1)  These  regulations  shall  apply 
therein  if  the  Director  determines  that 
any  such  State: 

(i)  Within  30  days  after  the  promul¬ 
gation  of  these  regulations,  has  not  en¬ 
acted  laws  or  promulgated  regulations 
which  implement  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commission  within  its  waters;  or 

(ii)  Has  enacted  such  laws  or  promul¬ 
gated  such  regulations,  but  such  laws  or 
regulations; 

(A)  Are  less  restrictive  than  the  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  pursuant  to  this  Act 
to  implement  such  recommendations  of 
the  Commission,  or 

(B)  Are  not  being  effectively  enforced; 

(b)  To  insure  that  the  purposes  of  this 
section  are  carried  out,  the  Director  shall 
undertake  a  continuing  review  of  the  rel¬ 
evant  laws  and  regulations  of  all  States 
to  which  the  Act  and  these  regulations 
apply  or  may  apply  and  the  extent  to 
which  such  laws  and  regulations  are 
enforced. 

(c)  Pursuant  to  subsection  9(d)  (2)  of 
the  Act  a  State  may  request  a  hearing 
Ml  the  record  within  30  days  after  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  these  regulations. 

Subpart  B — Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna  (Thunnus 
thynnus  thynmis) 

§  285.10  Authorized  finhing. 

Fishing  for  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  that 
weigh  between  14  pounds  round  weight 
(6.4  kg.)  and  115  pounds  round  weight 
(52.3  kg.)  or  in  excess  of  300  pounds 
round  weight  (136.4  kg.)  by  persons  or 
fishing  vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  is  authorized  in  the 
regulatory  area  only  during  open  season. 
Fishing  for  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  that 
weigh  less  than  14  pounds  round  weight 
or  in  excess  of  115  pounds  round  weight 
but  less  than  300  pounds  round  weight 
by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  is 
not  authorized  at  any  time  in  the  regu¬ 
latory  area.  However,  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  that  weigh  less  than  14  pounds  or 
in  excess  of  115  pounds  round  weight  but 
less  than  300  poimds  round  weight  may 
be  incidentally  taken  in  the  course  of 
fishing  in  the  regulatory  area  by  persons 
or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  only  in  the 
manner  and  in  the  numbers  or  weights, 
as  the  case  may  be,  as  set  forth 
in  §  285.13. 

§285.11  Open  and  cIos<m1  seasons. 

(a)  The  Director  shall  announce  in  the 
Federal  Register  the  opening  and  the 
closing  of  the  seasons  or  areas  for  the 
taking  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna.  In  de- 
tennining  whether  a  season  or  area 
shall  be  opened  and  when  a  season  or 
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area  shall  be  closed  for  the  calendar  year 
1975,  the  Director  will  take  into  consid¬ 
eration  the  number  or  tons,  as  the  case 
may  be,  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  taken 
during  the  period  from  1  January  1975 
to  the  date  these  regulations  are  pro¬ 
mulgated. 

§  285.12  Quotas. 

The  quotas,  by  method  of  fishing,  for 
Atlantic  bluefin  tima  in  the  regulatory 
area  during  the  open  season  are  as 
follows: 

(a)  Purse  seining: 

(1)  The  total  annual  quota  for  At¬ 
lantic  bluefin  tuna  that  weigh  between 
14  pounds  (6.4  kg.)  round  weight  and 
115  pounds  (52.3  kg.)  round  weight  is 
1,100  short  tons  (997  metric  tons) . 

(2)  The  total  annual  quota  for  At¬ 
lantic  bluefin  tuna  that  weigh  in  excess 
of  300  pounds  (136.4  kg.)  round  weight 
is  200  short  tons  (132  metric  tons). 

(b)  Pishing  by  other  than  purse 
seining: 

( 1 )  The  total  annual  quota  of  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  which  weigh  in  excess  of 
300  pounds  round  weight  is  2,250  tuna 
of  which  no  more  than  200  tuna  shall 
be  taken  south  of  a  line  extending  from 
the  entrance  to  Chatham  Harbor,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  east  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 

(2)  The  daily  bag  limit  per  person  for 
persons  who  angle  for  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  which  weigh  between  14  pounds 
round  weigh*-  and  115  pounds  round 
weight  is  four  Atlantic  bluefin  tvma. 

When  the  quota  for  a  particular  weight 
of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  has  been  reached, 
the  Director  shall,  in  accordance  with 
S  285.11  close  the  season  for  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  of  that  weight. 

§  285.13  Incidental  catch. 

(a)  Purse  seine  vessels  fishing  for  At¬ 
lantic  bluefin  tuna  weighing  more  than 
14  pounds  round  weight  but  less  th'»n  115 
pounds  round  weight,  may,  in  addition, 
incidentally  take  on  anv  one  trip  At¬ 
lantic  bluefin  tuna  outside  said  weight 
limits  provided,  however,  that  the  num¬ 
ber  of  such  tuna  taken  shall  not  exceed 
either  15  percent  of  the  total  number  of 
Atlantic  bluefin  tima  taken  which  do  not 
exceed  said  limits  or  4  percent  by  weight 
of  the  total  weight  of  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  taken  which  do  not  exceed  said 
limits. 

(b)  Persons  angling  for  Atlantic  blue¬ 
fin  tuna,  which  weigh  between  14  pounds 
round  weight  and  115  pounds  rovmd 
weight,  mav  include  in  the  daily  bag  limit 
one  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  less  than  14 
pounds  round  weight  and  one  Atlantic 

.  bluefin  tuna  greater  than  115  pounds 
round  weight  but  less  than  300  pounds 
round  weight. 

(c)  Persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  fish¬ 
ing  for  species  of  fish  other  than  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  may,  in  addition,  inciden¬ 
tally  take  on  any  one  trip,  or  in  the  case 
of  traps  within  any  30  day  period,  At¬ 
lantic  bluefin  tuna  of  any  weight  pro¬ 
vided  that  said  tuna  do  not  exceed,  by 
weight,  2%  of  the  total  weight  of  the 
fish  taken. 


(d)  All  Atlantic  bluefin  tima  taken  in¬ 
cidentally  shall  be  included  in  the  quotas 
set  forth  in  §  285.12. 

§  285.14  Reporting  requirements. 

(a)  Reports  and  records  required  by 
this  section  when  required  to  be  for¬ 
warded  to  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  should  be  forwarded  to: 

Director,  Northeast  Region 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
14  Elm  Street,  Federal  Building 
Gloucester,  Massachusetts  01930 

The  tags  referred  to  in  (b)  and  (c)  of  this 
section  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
same  address. 

(b)  Any  person  or  master  or  operator 
of  any  fishing  vessel  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States  that  takes  an 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  in  excess  of  300 
pounds  round  weight  shall  affix  through 
the  fleshy  part  of  the  keel  on  the  pedun¬ 
cle,  an  individually  numbered  tag  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  The  person,  master  or  operator 
shall  complete  the  numbered  card  fur¬ 
nished  with  the  tag  and  mail  the  card 
to  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
within  72  hours  of  landing. 

(c)  It  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  any 
dealer  who  purchases  or  otherwise  ob¬ 
tains  an  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  that 
weighs  in  excess  of  300  pounds  round 
weight  to  affix,  unless  there  is  already 
affixed  upon  the  tail,  through  the  fleshy 
part  of  the  keel  on  the  peduncle,  an  in¬ 
dividually  numbered  tag  furnished  by  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service.  The 
dealer  shall  complete  the  numbered  card 
furnished  with  the  tag  and  mail  the  card 
to  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
within  72  hours  of  receipt  of  such  tuna. 
An  affixed  tag  whether  attached  by  a 
dealer,  person  or  master  or  operator  of  a 
fishing  vessel  must  remain  in  place  until 
such  tuna  is  being  processed,  packed  for 
export  or  otherwise  disposed  of,  at  which 
time  the  dealer  shall  remove  a  3-6  inch 
section  of  the  tail  (caudal  E>eduncle)  con¬ 
taining  the  tag,  notify  the  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service  and  retain  the  tail 
piect  with  tag  for  collection  by  a  repre¬ 
sentative  from  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

(d)  With  resoect  to  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  that  weigh  less  than  300  pounds 
round  weight,  dealers  shall  maintain  and 
forward  to  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  within  72  hours  of  engagmg  in 
a  commercial  activity  involving  such  At¬ 
lantic  bluefin  tuna,  a  complete  record  of 
such  activity  including  the  numbers,  and 
disposition  (names,  adresses  and  where 
applicable  country  of  origin)  of  such 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna. 

§  285.15  Presumptioiut. 

For  purposes  of  this  Part  285,  there 
shall  be  a  rebuttable  presumption  that 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  which  are  of  the 
following  lengths  when  measured  in  a 
straight  line  from  the  tip  of  the  nose  to 
the  fork  of  the  tail  weigh  the  amount 
noted  in  association  with  the  length: 

27  Inches  (68  cm.) — 14  pounds  (6.4  kg.). 

66  Inches  (142  cm.) — 116  pounds  (62.3 
kg). 
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75  Inches  (191  cm.) — 300  pounds  (138.4 
kg.). 

For  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  which  is 
less  than  or  in  excess  of  the  lengths  set- 
forth  herein,  there  shall  be  a  rebuttable 
presumption  that  such  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  correspondingly  weighs  less  than  or 
in  excess  of,  as  the  case  may  be,  the  ap¬ 
propriate  associated  weights. 

Subpart  C — ^Yellowfish  Tuna 
(Thunnus  Albacares) 

§  285.20  Authorized  fishing. 

Fishing  for  yellowfln  tuna  that  weigh 
7  pounds  round  weight  (3.2  kg.)  or  more 
by  persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  is 
authorized  in  the  regulatory  area  during 
the  open  season.  Except  as  provided  in 
§  285.22,  fishing  in  the  regulatory  area  for 
yellowfln  tuna  that  weigh  less  than  7 
pounds  round  weight  by  persons  or  fish¬ 
ing  vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States  is  not  authorized. 

§  285.21  Open  and  closed  seasons. 

The  open  season  for  yellowfln  tuna 
fishing  shall  begin  annually  at  0001  hours 
on  the  first  day  of  January  and  termi¬ 
nate  at  2400  hours  on  the  last  day  of 
December,  unless  announced  to  the  con¬ 
trary  by  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  285.22  Incidental  catch. 

Persons  or  fishing  vessels  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  may 
take  yellowfln  tuna  that  weigh  less  than 
7  pounds  round  weight  as  an  incident  to 
fishing  in  the  regulatory  area  for  yellow- 
fin  tuna  that  weigh  7  pounds  round 
weight  or  more,  provided,  however,  that 
no  such  persons  or  fishing  vessels  may 
land  or  transshin  such  yellowfln  tuna 
(weighing  less  th«n  7  pounds  round 
weight)  taken  during  any  one  fishing 
vovage  as  exceed  3  percent  bv  weight  of 
the  total  weierht  of  yellowfln  tuna  taken 
in  said  fibbing  vovage  that  weigh  7 
pounds  round  weight  or  more. 

§  285.23  Recordkeeping. 

(a)  Any  person  in  charge  of  a  fishing 
vessel,  or  any  master  or  other  person 
in  charge  of  a  fishing  vessel  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  or 
any  person  as  may  be  authorized  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  serve  as  the  agent  of  such  person 
or  master,  shall: 

(1)  Keep  an  accurate  log  of  all  opera¬ 
tions  conducted  from  the  vessel,  entering 
th‘»rein  for  o'^ch  dav  the  date,  neon  posi¬ 
tion  (stated  in  latitude  and  longitude  or 
in  relation  to  known  physical  features), 
and  the  tonnage  of  tuna  aboard  by  spe¬ 
cies.  The  record  and  bridge  log  shall  be 
sufficient  to  comply  with  this  paragraph, 
provided  however,  that  the  items  of  in¬ 
formation  specifiod  herein  are  fully  and 
accurately  entered  in  such  log. 

(2)  Furnish  on  a  form  obtainable  from 
the  Regional  Director,  following  the  sale 
or  delivery  of  a  catch  of  tuna  made  by 
such  vessel,  a  report,  certified  to  be  cor¬ 
rect  as  to  facts  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  reporting  individual,  giving  the 
name  and  official  number  of  the  fishing 
vessel,  the  dates  of  beginning  and  ending 
of  the  fishing  voyage,  the  port  of  depar- 
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ture,  and  a  listing  separately  by  species 
cf  the  round  weight  quantities  (pounds 
or  short  tons)  of  tuna  sold  or  delievered. 

At  the  option  of  the  vessel  master  or 
other  person  in  charge,  a  copy  of  tiie  flsh 
ticket,  weighout  slip,  settlement  sheet,  or 
similar  record  issued  by  the  dealer  or  his 
agent  may,  however,  be  used  for  report¬ 
ing  purposes  in  lieu  of  the  form  obtain¬ 
able  from  the  Regional  Director,  if  such 
alternate  record  is  similarly  certified  and 
contains  all  items  of  information  re¬ 
quired  by  this  paragraph.  In  addition, 
any  vessel  landing  its  catch  in  California 
may  satisfy  the  requirements  of  this 
paragraph  by  submitting  an  official  copy 
of  the  CsJifomia  fish  ticket.  Such  sale 
and  delivery  reports  shall  be  delivered  or 
mailed  to  the  Regional  Director  within 
72  hours  after  weighout  has  been  com¬ 
pleted. 

(b)  Any  person  authorized  to  carry 
out  enforcement  activities  under  the  Act 
or  these  regulations  shall  have  power, 
without  warrant  or  other  process,  to  in¬ 
spect,  at  any  reasonable  time,  log  books, 
catch  reports,  statistical  records,  or  other 
reports  as  required  by  the  regulations  in 
this  part  to  be  made,  kept  or  furnished. 

§  285.24  Reporting  roqiiirenionts. 

(a)  Any  person  in  charge  of  a  fishing 
vessel  or  any  Master  or  other  person  in 
charge  of  a  fishing  vessel,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  except 
vessels  proceeding  directly  to  Puerto  Rico 
or  to  any  other  U.S.  Port  for  unloading, 
shall  report  to  the  Regional  Director  not 
less  than  48  hours  prior  to  entering  the 
regulatory  area  via  the  Panama  Canal. 
In  addition,  any  person  in  charge  of  a 
fishing  vessel  or  any  Master  or  other 
person  in  charge  of  a  vessel,  subject  to 
the  jumdiction  of  the  United  States  ex¬ 
cept  a  vessel  without  yellowfin  tuna 
aboard,  shall  notify  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor  not  less  than  48  hours  prior  to  leaving 
the  regulatory  area  via  the  Panama 
Canal.  Each  report  shall  include  the 
name  of  the  reporting  vessel,  the  ton¬ 
nage  of  yellowfin  tuna  aboard,  and 
whether  the  yellowffin  tuna  were  caught 
in  Pacific  or  Atlantic  waters. 

(b)  All  such  fishing  vessels  entering 
or  leaving  the  regulatory  area  via  the 
Panama  Canal  shall  be  subject  to  inspec¬ 
tion.  Official  seals  will  be  affixed  to  wells 
containing  yellowfin  tuna  taken  within 
or  outside  the  regulatory  area,  as  appro¬ 
priate  and  the  same  will  be  noted  on  the 
vessel  log.  The  official  seals  shall  be  re¬ 
moved  only  by  a  designated  agent  of 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
upon  the  arrival  at  point  of  sale  or  de¬ 
livery. 

(c)  Any  person  in  charge  of  a  fishing 
vessel  or  any  Master  or  other  person  in 
charge  of  a  fishing  vessel  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  shall 
notify  the  Regional  Director  not  less 
than  48  hours  prior  to  any  transfer  of 
yellowfin  tuna  taken  in  the  regulatory 
area  to  another  vessel  for  the  purpose  of 
transshipment.  Such  reports  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  date  and  place  of  unloading, 
name  and  destination  of  the  oncarrying 


vessel,  and  the  tonnage  by  species  of  tuna 
transferred. 

(d)  The  failure  to  file  the  reiports  or  to 
follow  the  procedures  required  by  this 
section,  the  tampering  with  or  the  re¬ 
moval  of  an  official  seal,  or  the  alteration 
of  a  fishing  vessel’s  log  by  any  person  or 
fishing  vessel  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  a  prohibited 
act  within  the  meaning  of  §  285.3  of  this 
Part. 

Subpart  D — Restrictions  on  Tuna  Imports 
§  285.30  Basis  and  purpose. 

(a>  The  stocks  of  Atlantic  tunas  un¬ 
der  investigation  and  regulation  by  the 
Commission  represent  the  concern  of  a 
number  of  countries  interested  in  the 
conservation  of  such  sto(±s.  In  order  to 
assure  that  the  achievement  of  the  con¬ 
servation  objectives  of  the  Commission 
are  fulfilled  the  Act  provides  for  certain 
restrictions  on  the  importation  of  Atlan¬ 
tic  tunas.  Pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Act,  the  Secretary,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  is  di¬ 
rected  to  promulgate  regulations  to 
prohibit; 

(1)  The  entry  into  the  United  States 
of  fish  in  any  form  of  those  species  which 
are  subject  to  regulation  pursuant  to  a 
recommendation  of  the  Commission  and 
which  were  taken  from  the  regulatory 
area  in  such  manner  or  in  such  circum¬ 
stances  as  would  tend  to  diminish  the 
effectiveness  of  the  conservation  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Commission;  and 

(2)  The  enti*y  into  the  United  States, 
from  any  country  when  vessels  of  such 
country  are  being  used  in  the  conduct  of 
fishing  operations  in  the  regulatory  area 
in  such  manner  or  in  such  circumstances 
as  would  tend  to  diminish  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  conservation  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission,  of  fish  in  any 
form  of  those  species  which  are  subject 
to  regulation  pursuant  to  a  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Commission  and  which 
were  taken  from  the  regulatory  area; 

(3)  The  entry  into  the  United  States, 
from  any  country  when  vessels  of  such 
country  engage  in  repeated  and  flagrant 
fishery  operations  in  the  regulatory  area 
which  seriously  threaten  the  achieve¬ 
ment  of  the  objectives  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendations,  of  flsh  in  any 
form  of  those  species  which  are  under 
investigation  by  the  Commission  and 
which  were  taken  from  the  regulatory 
area. 

(b)  By  letter  of _ _  the  Sec¬ 

retary  of  State  concurred  in  the  promul¬ 
gation  of  the  regulations  in  this  part. 
Such  regulations  are  designed  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  provisions  of  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Act  with  respect  to  import  controls 
and  to  proscribe  procedures  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  restrictions  on  imports  of 
tuna  and  tuna-like  flsh  whenever  such 
action  shall  be  deemed  warranted. 

§  285.31  Speck's  subject  to  rcgulatiou. 

The  species  of  tima  currently  subject 
to  regulation  pursuant  to  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  within  the 


meaning  of  Section  6(c)  are  yellowfin 
tuna  and  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna. 

§  285.32  Species  under  investigation  by 

the  (xnnmisstoB. 

'  Those  species  of  tima  currently  under 
investigation  by  the  Commission  within 
the  meaning  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Act 
are  yellowfin,  Atlantic  bluefin,  skipjack, 
albacore,  bigeye  and  Atlantic  bonito,  and 
billfishes. 

§  285.33  Investigations  authorized. 

(a)  The  Director  shall  cause  to  be 
made,  from  time  to  time,  such  inquiries 
and  investigations  as  may  be  necessary 
to  keep  himself  and  other  interested  per¬ 
sons  currently  informed  regarding  the 
nature  and  effectiveness  of  the  measures 
for  the  implementation  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendations  concerning  those 
activities  which  are  being  carried  out 
by  foreign  countries  whose  vessels  en¬ 
gage  in  fishing  within  the  regulatory 
area.  In  making  a  finding,  as  to; 

(1)  Whether  or  not  fi^  in  any  form 
of  those  species  which  are  subject  to 
regulation  by  the  Conunission  are  being 
taken  from  the  regulatory  area  in  a  man¬ 
ner  or  under  such  circumstances  as 
would  tend  to  diminish  effectiveness  of 
the  conservation  recommendations  of  the 
Commission;  or 

(2)  Whether  or  not  a  country  is  con¬ 
doning  the  use  of  vessels  in  the  conduct 
of  fishing  operations  in  the  regulatory 
area  in  such  a  manner  or  under  such 
circumstances  that  would  tend  to  di¬ 
minish  the  effectiveness  of  the  conserva¬ 
tion  recommendations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  or 

(3)  Whether  or  not  a  country  Is  con¬ 
doning  the  use  of  vessels  in  repeated  and 
flagrant  fishing  operations  which  seri¬ 
ously  threaten  the  objectives  of  the 
Commission,  the  Director  shall  take  into 
account,  among  such  other  considera¬ 
tions  as  may  appear  to  be  pertinent  in  a 
particular  case,  the  following  factors; 

(i)  Whether  or  not  the  country  pro¬ 
vides  or  causes  to  be  provided  to  the 
Commission  pertinent  statistics  on  a 
timely  basis; 

(ii)  whether  or  not  the  country  has  in 
force  conservation  measures  applicable 
to  its  own  fishermen  adequate  for  the 
implementation  of  the  Commission’s  rec¬ 
ommendations; 

(iii)  whether  or  not  the  country  has  in 
force  measures  for  the  control  of  land¬ 
ings  in  its  ports  of  species  subject  to 
regulations  which  are  taken  in  the  regu¬ 
latory  area  by  fishermen  of  other  coun¬ 
tries  contrary  to  the  Commission’s  con¬ 
servation  recommendations; 

(iv)  whether  or  not  the  country,  having 
put  conservation  measures  into  effect, 
takes  reasonable  action  to  enforce  such 
iheasures; 

(V)  the  number  of  vessels  of  the  coun¬ 
try  which  conduct  fishing  operations  in 
the  regulatory  area; 

(vi)  the  quantity  of  species  subject  to 
regulation  taken  from  the  regikatory 
area  by  the  Country’s  vessels  contrary 
to  the  Commission’s  conservation  recom- 
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mendations  and  its  relationship  to  (A) 
the  total  quantity  permitted  to  be  taken 
by  the  vessels  of  all  countries  participat¬ 
ing  in  the  fishery  and  (B)  the  quantity 
of  such  species  sought  to  be  restored  to 
the  stocks  of  fish  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission's  conservation  recommendations. 

(b)  Any  person  who  shall  have  reason 
to  believe  that  the  vessels  of  any  coun¬ 
try  are  being  used  in  the  conduct  of  fish¬ 
ing  operations  in  the  regulatory  area  in 
such  manner  or  in  such  circumstances 
as  would  tend  to  diminish  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  conservation  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  or  that  other 
acts  within  the  purview  of  the  import 
control  provisions  of  section  6(c)  of  the 
Act,  are  occurring  or  are  likely  to  occur, 
may  communicate  his  belief  to  the 
Director.  Every  such  communication 
shall  contain  or  be  accompanied  by  a  full 
statement  of  the  reasons  for  the  belief, 
including  a  detailed  description  of  such 
specific  acts  or  events  as  may  indicate  a 
need  for  instituting  an  investigation  as 
authorized  in  this  part. 

(c)  Upon  receipt  by  the  Director  of 
any  commimication  submitted  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (b>  of  this  section  and 
found  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  that  paragraph,  the  Director  promptly 
shall  cause  such  investigation  to  be  made 
as  appears  to  be  warranted  by  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  case.  In  conducting 
such  investigations  the  Director  or  his 
designated  representative  shall  consider 
any  representations  offered  by  foreign 
interests,  importers,  brokers,  domestic 
producers,  or  other  interested  persons. 
Unless  good  cause  to  the  contrary  shall 
exist,  every  such  investigation  shall  be 
completed  within  60  days  following  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  communication. 

§  285.34  Publication  of  findings. 

If  it  shall  be  determined  on  the  basis 
of  §  285.33  that  species  of  fish  subject  to 
regrulation  or  under  investigation  by  the 
Commission,  as  the  case  may  be,  are  in¬ 
eligible  for  entry  into  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  6 

(c)  of  the  Act,  the  Director,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commerce 
and  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State,  shall  publish  a  finding 
to  that  effect  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Effective  upon  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  finding  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  every  shipment  of  fish 
in  any  form  of  the  species  found  to  be  in¬ 
eligible  shall  be  denied  entry  unless  it 
shall  be  established  by  satisfactory  proof 
pursuant  to  §  285.35  that  a  particular 
shipment  of  such  fish  is  not  ineligible  for 
entry:  Provided.  That  entry  shall  not  be 
denied  and  no  such  proof  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  for  any  such  shipment  which,  on 
the  date  such  publication,  was  in  transit 
to  the  United  States  on  board  a  vessel 
operating  as  a  common  carrier, 

§  28S.35  Proof  of  admissibility. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  §  285.33  of  this 
part  and  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  a  ship¬ 
ment  of  fish  in  any  form  of  the  species 
under  regulation  or  under  investigation 
by  the  Commission  offered  for  entry, 
directly  or  indirectly,  from  a  country 
named  in  a  finding  published  imder 
§  285.34  shall  be  deemed  to  be  eligible 


for  entry  if  the  shipment  is  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  of  eligibility  certifsdng  as 
may  be  appropriate,  that  the  fish  in  the 
shipment: 

(1)  Are  not  of  the  species  specified  in 
the  published  finding; 

(2)  Are  of  the  species  named  in  the 
published  finding  but  were  not  taken  in 
the  regulatory  area;  or 

(3)  Are  of  the  species  named  in  the 
published  finding  but  are  products  of  an 
American  fishery  lawfully  taken  in  con¬ 
formity  with  applicable  conservation 
laws  and  regulations  and  landed  in  the 
countiy  named  in  the  published  finding 
solely  for  transhipment.  The  certificate 
shall  be  attached  to  the  invoice  and  be 
in  the  following  form: 

Certificate  of  Eligibility 


I, _ an  authorized  ofllcer  of  the 

Government  of _ ,  certify  that  the 


shipment  of  tuna  accompanied  by  this 
certificate,  consisting  of  _  of 


(Species) 

(Number  and  Rind  of  packages 
or  containers  bearing  the 
following  marks  and  numbers) 

□  (a)  Contains  no  tuna  of  the  species  pro¬ 
hibited  entry  into  the  United  States  by 
virtue  of  a  finding  of  ineligibility  pub- 
ll=hed  under  regulations  Issued  pursuant 
to  section  6(c)  of  the  Atlantic  Tunas  Con¬ 
vention  Act  of  1975.  (A  certificate  of  au¬ 
thentication  executed  by  a  consular  ofllcer 
or  a  consular  agent  of  the  United  States 
must  be  attached.) 

□  (b)  Contains  tuna  of  the  species  pro¬ 

hibited  entry  into  the  United  States  by 
virtue  of  a  finding  of  ineligibility  pub¬ 
lished  under  regulations  Issued  pursuant 
to  section  6(c)  of  the  Atlantic  Tunas 
Convention  Act  of  1975,  but  that  such 
tuna  were  caught  in  the  waters  of _ 


(Identify  area  or  areas  in  which  tuna 
were  taken) 
by  vessels  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 


(A  certificate  of  authentication  executed 
by  a  consular  officer  or  consular  agent  of 
the  United  States  must  be  attached.) 

□  (c)  Contains  tuna  of  the  species  pro¬ 
hibited  entry  into  the  United  States  by 
virtue  of  a  finding  of  ineligibility  pub¬ 
lished  under  regulations  Issued  pursuant 
to  section  6(c)  of  the  Atlantic  Tunas  Con¬ 
vention  Act  of  1975,  but  that  such  tuna,  as 
shown  in  the  attached  declaration,  were 
taken  in  strict  conformity  with  applicable 
conservation  laws  and  regulations  in  a 
fishing  enterprise  conducted  under  the 
American  flag  by  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  are  products  of  an  American  fishery 
within  the  meaning  of  Schedule  1,  Part 
15A,  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States, 
were  landed  in  a  foreign  country  solely  for 
transshipment  without  change  in  condi¬ 
tion  and  are  eligible  for  free  entry  under 
such  Schedule  and  19  CFR  10.78-10.79. 
(Where  an  entry  is  to  be  made  pursuant  to 
this  paragraph,  this  certificate  must  be 
executed  by  a  consular  officer  or  consular 
agent  of  the  United  States  and  the  declara- 
tlon(s)  required  by  19  CFR  10.79  and  must 
be  attached.) 


Signature 


Title 


Address 

(b)  If  the  tuna  are  offsred  for  entry 
under  paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  the  Cer¬ 


tificate  of  Eligibility,  the  certificate  must 
be  executed  by  a  duly  authorized  official 
of  the  country  nam^  in  the  published 
finding  and  the  certificate  must  be 
authenticated  with  respect  to  the  signa¬ 
ture  and  official  position  of  the  person 
executing  the  same  by  a  consular  officer 
or  consular  agent  of  the  United  States. 
Such  certificate  of  authentication  shall 
be  attached  to  the  Certificate  of  Eligi¬ 
bility  and  be  substantially  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  form: 


ss: 


I, . . . . . . 

(Name  of  the  consular  officer  or 
consular  agent) 

_ of  the  United 

(Title) 

States  of  America  at _ _ 

(Place) 

duly  commissioned  and  quaUfled,  do  hereby 

certify  that _ _  whose 

(Name  of  foreign  official) 
true  signature  and  official  seal  are,  respec¬ 
tively  subscribed  and  affixed  to  the  annexed 

certificate,  was,  on  the _ day  of _ _ 

19..,  the  date  thereof, _ _ _ _ 

(Title  of  foreign  official) 
duly  commissioned  and  qualified,  to  whose 
official  acts  faith  and  credit  are  due. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my 

hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  the - 

_  this  _ 

19..,  . . - - - 

Signature 


(Name  and  full  title  of  officer) 

(c)  If  the  tuna  are  offered  for  entry 
under  paragraph  (c)  of  the  Certificate 
of  Eligibility,  the  certificate  must  be 
executed  by  a  consular  officer  of  con¬ 
sular  agent  of  the  United  States  and  be 
accompanied  by  the  declaration (s)  re¬ 
quired  by  19  CFR  10.79.  The  “Declara¬ 
tion  of  Master  and  Two  Members  of 
Crew  on  Entry  of  Products  of  American 
Fisheries”,  required  by  19  CFR  10.79 
must  contain  a  further  statement  as 
follows:  “We  further  declare  that  the 
said  tuna  were  caught  by  us  in  full  com¬ 
pliance  with  Part  285.  Title  50,  Code  of 
the  Federal  Regulations,  and  such  other 
ccmservation  laws  and  regulations  as 
were  applicable  at  the  time  the  fishing 
operation  was  in  progress. 

§  285.36  Removal  of  bnport  restrictions. 

Upon  a  determination  by  the  IMrector 
that  the  conditions  no  longer  exist  which 
warranted  the  imposition  of  import 
restrictions  in  the  finding  published  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  285.34  the  Director,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  and  the  con- 
cui’rence  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  shall 
publish  a  finding  to  such  effect  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Effective  upon  the 
date  of  publication  of  such  finding,  the 
prior  existing  import  restrictions  against 
the  country  designated  therein  shall  ter¬ 
minate:  Provided,  that  for  a  period  of  1 
year  from  such  date  of  publication 
every  shipment  of  fish  in  any  form  thet 
w'as  subject  to  the  finding  published 
pursuant  to  §  285.34  shall  continue  to  be 
denied  entry  unless  the  shipment  Is  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  certification  executed 
by  an  authorized  official  of  the  coimtry  of 
export  and  authenticated  by  a  consular 
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oflicer  or  consular  agent  of  the  United 
States,  certifying  that  no  portion  of 
the  shipment  is  comprised  of  fish  taken 
prior  to  or  during  the  import  restriction. 

I FR  Doc.75-29785  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMEm-  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 
[  45  CFR  Part  103  ] 

VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  CURRICULUM 
Additional  Criteria 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  191  of  Part  I  of  the  Vocational 
Education  Act  of  1963,  as  amended,  20 
U.S.C.  1391,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Education,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  proposes  to  amend 
Part  103  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  by  revising  Appendix  C 
to  read  as  set  forth  below.  The  proposed 
Appendix  C  would  contain  additional 
criteria  for  selection  of  applications 
under  the  program  of  support  for  Voca¬ 
tional  Education  Curriculum  projects 
for  fiscal  year  1976. 

(a)  Program  purpose.  Section  191  of 
Part  I  of  the  Vocational  Education  Act 
of  1963,  as  amended,  20  U.S.C.  1391,  pro¬ 
vides  for  federally  administered  grants 
or  contracts  for  programs  and  projects 
for  the  development  of  curriculums  for 
new  and  changing  occupations,  and  for 
coordination  of  improvements  in,  and 
dissemination  of,  existing  curriculum 
materials.  The  purposes  of  these  projects 
are  to:  (1)  Promote  the  development 
and  dissemination  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  curriculum  materials  for  use  in 
teaching  occupational  subjects,  includ¬ 
ing  curriculums  for  new  and  changing 
occupational  fields,  and  including  those 
in  public  service;  (2)  Develop  standards 
for  curriculum  development  in  all  occu¬ 
pational  fields;  (3)  Coordinate  efforts  of 
the  States  in  the  preparation  of  cur- 
riculiun  materials  and  also  in  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  current  lists  of  curriculum  ma¬ 
terials  available  in  all  occupational 
fields;  (4)  Survey  curriculum  materials 
produced  by  other  agencies  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  including  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense;  (5)  Evaluate  vocational-technical 
education  curriculum  materials  and 
their  uses;  and  (6)  Train  personnel  in 
curriculum  development. 

(b)  Other  program  information.  The 
projects  are  conducted  under  grants  or 
contracts  awarded  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Education,  in  accordance  with  the 

.  provisions  of  Part  I  of  the  Act  and  with 
the  applicable  Federal  regulations  (45 
CFR  Part  103).  Eligible  applicants  in¬ 
clude  local  educational  agencies.  State 
boards  for  vocational  education,  and 
public  and  private  agencies,  institutions 
or  organizations.  Under  departmental 
policy  profit  making  applicants  are  eli¬ 
gible  o^y  for  a  contract. 

(c)  Regulations  and  criteria.  Regula¬ 
tions  for  vocational  education  discretion¬ 
ary  programs  were  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  15. 1974,  39  FR 


29361.  Regulations  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  November  6,  1973,  38 
FR  30654,  relate  to  general  fecal  and 
administrative  provisions  for  all  Office 
of  Education  programs.  These  general 
regulations  contain  general  criteria  for 
the  review  of  applications  under  Office 
of  Education  project  type  programs  (45 
CFR  lOOa.26)  and  are  applicable  to  the 
programs  under  Part  I  of  the  Act. 

In  addition  to  the  criteria  for  review 
of  applications  already  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  as  described  above,  it 
is  proposed  that  the  additional  criteria 
set  forth  in  proposed  Appendix  C  to  the 
regulations  in  45  CFR  Part  103  will  be 
applicable  in  connection  with  the  review 
ot  applications  for  grants  to  be  awarded 
in  fecal  year  1976. 

(d)  Written  comments.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  invited  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  regard¬ 
ing  such  proposed  additional  criteria  to 
the  Division  of  Research  and  Demon¬ 
stration,  U.S.  Office  of  Education,  7th 
and  D  Streets,  SW.,  Room  5042,  ROB 
*3,  Washington,  D.C.  20202,  on  or  before 
December  8,  1975.  Comments  received 
shall  be  available  for  public  Inspection 
at  the  above  office,  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day  between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.  All  relevant  materials  received 
on  or  before  December  8,  1975,  will  be 
considered. 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  inflationary  impacts  of  this  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  have  been  evaluated  in 
accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Number  13.496;  Vocational  Education — 
Curriculum) 

Dated:  September  1,  1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

V.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
Approved:  October  30,  1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

Appendix  C — ^Vocational  Education 
Curriculum 

FISCAL  TEAR  1076 

The  Office  of  Education  contemplates  sup¬ 
porting  six  project  grants  for  six  curriculum 
coordination  centers  In  fiscal  year  1976  from 
funds  available  for  the  Vocational  Education 
Curriculum  program.  Four  of  these  awards 
will  be  open  to  competition.  Two  wUl  be  non- 
competing  continuations  of  grants  made  in 
fiscal  year  1975  to  the  California  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Education  and  to  Mississippi 
State  University. 

Two  of  the  four  competing  awards  will  be 
funded  with  a  two-year  multi-year  approval 
on  a  non-competing  annual  basis.  The  other 
two  of  these  four  awards  will  be  funded  with 
a  three-year  multi-year  approval  on  a  non¬ 
competing  basis.  The  awards  will  be  made  to 
begin  January  1,  1976. 

The  applicants  will  submit  their  project 
goals  and  activities  for  the  multi-year  period. 
Multi-year  approval  is  intended  to  offer  the 
project  a  reasonable  degree  of  stability  over 
time  and  to  facilitate  long  range  planning. 
Approval  of  a  multi-year  project  shall  not 
commit  the  Office  of  Education  to  provide  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  from  appropriations  not 
.  currently  available;  and  second  and  third 


year  funding  is  contingent  on  satisfactory 
performance. 

(a)  Awarded  applicants’  obligations.  One 
of  the  three-year  awards  will  provide  leader¬ 
ship  to  curriculum  coordination  in  the 
Northeast  area  including  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Puerto  Rico,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virgin  Islands.  The  other  three-year 
award  will  provide  leadership  for  the  North¬ 
west  area  including  Alaska,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming. 

One  of  the  two-year  awards  will  pro¬ 
vide  leadership  to  curriculum  coordina¬ 
tion  for  the  East-Central  area  including 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin.  The  other  two-year 
award  will  provide  leadership  for  the 
Midwest  area  including  Arkansas,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas. 

Each  awardee  will  be  the  facilitator  in 
enabling  these  States  to: 

(1)  Improve  their  own  curriculum  serv¬ 
ices  and  capabilities; 

(2)  Share  information  and  plans  re¬ 
garding  curriculum  materials  and  needs 
in  order  to  reduce  duplication  of  efforts ; 

(3)  Plan  for  cooperation  in  develop¬ 
ment,  testing,  evaluation,  dissemination, 
reproduction  and  implementation  of  ma¬ 
terials;  and 

(4)  Develop  and  maintain  intra-State 
liaison  activities  that  will  stimulate  co¬ 
operative  relationships  at  State  and  lo¬ 
cal  levels. 

In  addition  each  awardee  will  become 
a  member  of  the  National  Network 
Coimcil  for  Curriculum  Coordination  in 
vocational  and  technical  education;  and 
as  a  member  each  awardee  will; 

(1)  Conduct  coordination,  dissemination 
and  diffusion  activities  in  order  to  improve 
the  acceptance  of  new  curriculum  products 
and  to  assess  their  impact; 

(2)  Establish  and  maintain  a  system  for 
determining  curriculum  needs  in  vocational 
and  technical  education  and  for  recommend¬ 
ing  priorities  for  State  and  national  em¬ 
phasis; 

(3)  Share  information  regarding  materials 
and  studies  available  and  under  develop¬ 
ment;  and 

(4)  Provide  curriculum  services  which  will 
encourage  the  adaptation,  demonstration  and 
adoption  of  effective  curricula  and  curric¬ 
ulum  development  practices  in  vocational 
and  technical  education. 

The  Office  of  Education  will  entertain  re¬ 
quests  for  these  grants  to  support: 

(1)  Communication  and  coordination  ac¬ 
tivities  with  the  States,  the  Network,  and 
the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

(2)  Travel  costs  and  per  diem  for  the  Cen¬ 
ter  personnel  to  attend  two  meetings  of  the 
National  Network  Council  for  Curriculum 
Coordination.  One  of  these  meetings  will  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C. 

(3)  Travel  costs  and  per  diem,  excluding 
honoraria,  for  State  representatives  to  at¬ 
tend  meetings  sponsored  by  the  center.  Each 
of  the  six  centers  will  hold  a  consortium 
meeting  with  their  Stalte  representatives 
concurrently  at  a  central  U.S.  location. 

(b)  Application  review  criteria.  The  cri¬ 
teria  to  be  utilized  in  reviewing  applications 
are  listed  below.  These  criteria  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  section  lOOa.26,  Review  of  Applica¬ 
tions,  in  the  Office  of  Education’s  General 
Provisions  for  Programs,  published  in  the 
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Federal  Register  In  38  FR  30654  on  Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1973.  Segments  or  a  segment  of  the 
application  must  address  each  criterion.  Each 
criterion  Is  weighted  to  show  the  maximum 
score  that  can  be  given  to  each  specific  cri¬ 
terion.  Each  criterion  and  the  maximum 
points  possible  are  as  follows: 

Score 

Criteria: 

(a)  Need  and  problems. — ^The  ap¬ 

plication  should  clearly  define 
the  need  for  the  project  within 
the  specified  consortium  of 
States  and  should  indicate  re¬ 
sponsiveness  to  problems  rather 
than  symptoms -  20 

(b)  Objectives. — ^The  objectives 
should  be  clearly  stated,  capable 
of  being  attained  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  procedmes,  and  capable 

of  being  measured _  10 

(c)  Plan. — The  management  plan 

should  show  functions  to  be 
performed  and  services  to  be 
provided;  and  the  procedures  for 
accomplishing  ea<^  are  deline¬ 
ated  _  20 

(d)  Results. — ^The  proposed  out¬ 

comes  should  be  Identified  and 
described  In  terms  of  potential 
impact  at  National,  State  and 
local  levels.  Part  I  program  pur¬ 
poses,  and  cost  effectiveness  and 
efficiency _  20 

(e)  Institutional  capability. — Ap¬ 

plication  should  clearly  set  forth 
current  curriculum  strengths 
and  the  capability  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  to  Immediately  Initiate 
and  maintain  liaison  functions 
with  consortium  States _  13 

(f)  Personnel. — ^The  qualifications 
and  exnerlence  of  key  staff 
should  be  appropriate  for  the 
requirements  of  the  project; 
specific  responsibilities  should 

identified  for  each  of  the  key 
staff;  and  at  least  one  key  staff 
person  should  devote  a  min¬ 
imum  of  60  percent  of  his/her 
time  to  the  project -  10 

(g)  Budget. — The  estimated  cost 

should  be  reasonable  In  relation 
to  anticipated  results  and  the 
geographic  area,  scope,  and 
duration  of  the  project -  5 

(FR  Doc.76-2d840  Filed  11-6-75;  8;  45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-WE-24  ] 
FEDERAL  AIRWAY 
Proposed  Extension 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  would  extend  V-293  from 
Bryce  Canyon,  Utah,  to  Grand  Canyon, 
Ariz.,  via  the  Page,  Ariz.,  VOR  to  be 
established  at  Lat.  36°55'41"  N.,  Long. 
lll'27'OO"  W. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  prcH^osed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Western  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 


tion  Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  92007,  Worldway 
Postal  Center,  Los  Angles,  Calif.  9009. 
All  communications  received  on  or  bef(x% 
December  8,  1975,  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  ex¬ 
tend  VOR  Federal  Airway  No.  293  from 
Bryce  Canyon,  Utah,  to  Grand  Canyon, 
Ariz.,  via  the  INT  of  Bryce  Canyon  120°T 
(105°M)  and  the  Page,  Ariz.,,  340*T 
(325°M)  radials  and  Page,  Ariz. 

The  proposed  extension  of  V-293  would 
provide  continuous  controlled  airspace, 
charted  radials,  distance  and  minimum 
en  route  altitudes  from  Bryce  Canyon, 
Utah,  to  Grand  Canyon,  Ariz.,  via  Page, 
Ariz.,  for  scheduled  air  carrier  aircraft 
onerating  into  Page  on  a  regular  basis. 
The  indirect  airway  between  Bryce  Can¬ 
yon  and  Page  would  permit  better  VOR 
reception  and  lower  MEA  than  a  direct 
route  over  higher  terrain. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348 
(a))  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  31, 1975. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-29797  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

(FRL  453-1] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Proposed  Revision  to  Idaho 
Implementation  Plan 

Pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  the  Governor  of 
Idaho  on  July  28,  1975,  submitted  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA)  a  proposed  revi¬ 
sion  to  the  Idaho  Air  Quality  Implemen¬ 
tation  Plan.  The  proposed  revision  is  a 
consent  order  for  Beker  Industries  (Cor¬ 
poration  (formerly  known  as  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Products  Corporation)  which 
was  adopted  by  the  Idaho  Board  of  En¬ 
vironmental  and  Community  Services 
(now  the  Board  of  Health  and  Welfare) 
on  October  24,  1973,  after  proper  notice 
and  public  hearing. 

The  consent  order  replaces  Regula¬ 
tion  R — “Regulation  for  Control  of  Sul¬ 
fur  Oxides  Emissions  from  Sulfuric  Acid 
Plants”  as  the  emission  limiting  regula¬ 


tion  applying  to  the  Beker  Industries  fa¬ 
cility  located  in  Caribou  County,  Idaho. 
The  consent  order  contains  provisions 
applicable  to  the  “existing”  sulfuric  acid 
plant  and  the  “new”  sulfuric  acid  plant 
which  commenced  operation  on  March 
28, 1974.  Since  this  oMer  was  adopted  by 
Idaho  on  October  24, 1973,  certain  of  the 
provisions  in  the  order  dealing  with  start 
up  of  the  new  sulfuric  acid  plant  are  no 
longer  applicable  and  have  not  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  following  summary.  The 
major  provisions  of  the  consent  order 
are  summarized  as  follows: 

1.  In  the  event  the  tail  gas  absorption 
unit  on  the  new  sulfuric  acid  plant  should 
emit  more  than  6  lbs.  suUur  dioxide 
(SO:)  p>er  ton  of  100  percent  sulfuric 
acid  produced,  the  Department  of  Envi¬ 
ronmental  and  Community  Services 
(now  the  Department  of  Health  and 
Welfare)  shall  have  the  authority  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  or  not  the  new  sulfuric 
acid  plant  should  be  immediately  shut 
down  and  repaired. 

2.  The  combined  allowable  SO:  emis¬ 
sions  from  the  existing  and  new  sulfuric 
acid  plants  shall  not  exceed  27,000  lbs. 
of  SOs  per  any  consecutive  24-hour 
period.  In  the  event  ambient  air  SO. 
violations  occur,  this  emission  limit  will 
be  lowered. 

3.  Monitoring  data  from  the  contin¬ 
uous  SO:  recorder  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Department  within  seven  days  of 
initial  start  up  of  the  new  source  and 
every  seven  days  thereafter,  or  as  often 
as  required  by  the  Department 

4.  There  shall  be  no  increase  in  exist¬ 
ing  plant  emissions  after  the  new  sul¬ 
furic  acid  plant  is  in  operation.  The 
maximum  rate  for  existing  sources  is  as 
follows: 

a.  Phosphate  rock  dryer — 51.2  lbs.  of 
particulate  /hour. 

b.  North  calciner — 47.8  lbs.  of  particu¬ 
late/hour. 

c.  South  calciner — 46.3  lbs.  of  particu¬ 
late/hour. 

d.  Present  sulfuric  acid  plant — 27  lbs. 
SOs/ton  100  percent  sulfuric  acid  pro¬ 
duced  and  28  lbs.  sulfur  oxldes/ton  of 
100  percent  sulfuric  acid  produced. 

5.  Beker  Industries  shall  operate  two 
Hi-Vol  filters  and  one  continuous  ambi¬ 
ent  SOt  monitor  at  sites  approved  by 
the  Department. 

6.  No  process  or  individual  source 
within  the  enthe  plant  complex  shall  be 
operated  in  violation  of  any  local,  state 
or  federal  air  pollution  regulation  or 
standard  and  nothing  herein  shall  be 
construed  to  excuse  Beker  Industries 
from  compliance  with  any  federal,  state, 
or  local  regulation  or  standard  which  re¬ 
quires  or  which  may  require  more  strict 
control  standards  than  set  out  herein. 

The  Administrator  is  today  proposing 
to  approve  the  consent  order  as  a  revi¬ 
sion  to  the  Idaho  State  Implementation 
Plan.  It  should  be  noted  that  although 
the  consent  order  indicates  that  the 
order  may  be  amended  at  any  time  with 
the  consent  of  the  Department  and  Beker 
Industries,  any  such  amendments  will 
not  become  part  of  the  Implementation 
Plan  imtil  approved  by  EPA,  In  addition 
to  proposing  to  approve  the  consent 
order,  the  Administrator  is  today  pro- 
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posing  to  disapprove  Regulation  R  as  it 
applies  to  the  Beker  Industries  Corpora¬ 
tion  because  it  does  not  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  40  CFR  51.13  in  that  the  con¬ 
trol  strategy  contained  in  the  regula¬ 
tion  is  not  adequate  for  the  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  SOj  national  ambi¬ 
ent  air  quality  standards.  The  proposed 
disapproval  is  shown  below.  The  Admin¬ 
istrator  also  proposed  disapproval  of 
Regulation  R  as  it  applies  to  The  J.  R. 
Simplot  Company  in  Pocatello,  Idaho 
and  proposed  a  federal  regulation  to 
apply  to  that  facility  on  August  23,  1975 
(40  FR  36385) .  Since  Regulation  R  ap¬ 
plies  to  only  Beker  Industries  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  The  J.  R.  Simplot  Company, 
should  EPA  approye  the  submitted  con¬ 
sent  order  for  Beker  Industries  and 
propiulgate  the  propo'-ed  federal  regula¬ 
tion  for  The  J.  R.  Simplot  Company, 
Regulation  R  would  be  disaoproyed  in  its 
entirety  as  part  of  the  State  Imolemen- 
tation  Plan.  Further,  should  EPA  pro- 
mul«>^ate  the  proposed  federal  regulation 
for  The  J.  R.  Simnlot  Comnany  and  ap¬ 
prove  the  consent  order  for  Beker  In¬ 
dustries  as  an  Imolementation  Plan  revi¬ 
sion,  the  compliance  .schedule  for  sul¬ 
furic  acid  plants  promulgated  bv  EPA 
on  August  23.  1973  (38  FR  22741)  in  40 
CFR  52.677(d)  (3)  a’ld  (4)  would  be 
revoked.  The  proposed  revocation  is  also 
shown  below. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
comment  on  the  proposed  revision  to  the 
Idaho  State  Implementation  Plan.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  addrpcsed  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator.  Region  X.  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency,  i^OO  Sixth 
Avenue,  Seattle.  Wa^hinaton  98101,  At¬ 
tention;  K.  Higiev.  Conies  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  revlcion  and  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  following  addresses; 

Stat«  of  Idaho.  Denartment  of  Health  and 
Welfare,  Statehou'^e.  Bol'^e,  t^aho  83720 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Idaho  Op¬ 
erations  Office.  A02  w.  Washington  Street, 
Boise,  Idaho  83720 

Environmental  Protect’on  Agencv,  igoo  Sixth 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98101 
Environmental  Protection  Agencv.  Freedom 
of  Information  Center,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460 

Relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  8, 1975,  will  be  considered. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5.) 

Dated;  October  28, 1975. 

Clifford  Smith,  Jr., 
Regional  Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  52  of 
Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  as  follows; 

Subpart  N — ld£iho 

1.  Section  52.670  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (c)  (2)  to  read  as  follows: 
§  52.670  Identification  of  plan. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Supplementary  information  was 
submitted  on; 

•  *  •  •  • 


(2)  March  2,  May  5  and  June  9,  1972; 
February  15,  July  23  and  October  16, 
1973;  July  1, 1974  (Idaho  Indirect  Source 
Regulation  and  compliance  schedules) : 
and  January  10  (Regulation  C) ,  January 
24  (Regulation  A)  and  July  28  (Consent 
Order)  1975. 

2.  Section  52.675(c)  is  added  as 
follows; 

§  52.675  Control  Htratogy:  Sulfur  ox¬ 
ides— Eastern  Idaho  Intrastate  Re¬ 
gion. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(c)  Regulation  R  of  the  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  for  the  Control  of  Air  Pollution 
in  Idaho,  which  is  part  of  the  sulfur  di¬ 
oxide  (SO:)  control  strategy,  is  disap¬ 
proved  as  it  relates  to  the  Beker  Indus¬ 
tries  Corporation  facility  located  in  Car¬ 
ibou  County,  Idaho,  in  the  Eastern  Idaho 
Intrastate  Air  Quality  Control  Region, 
since  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  51.13  of  this  chapter.  These 
requirements  are  not  met  by  Regulation 
R  in  that  the  SO:  control  strategy  con¬ 
tained  therein  is  not  adequate  for  the 
attainment  and  maintenance  of  SO:  na¬ 
tional  ambient  air  quality  standards 
(IIAAQS) .  Further,  the  Regulation,  as  it 
applies  to  Beker  Industries  Corporation, 
has  been  superseded  by  a  Consent  Order 
issued  by  the  Idaho  Board  of  Environ¬ 
mental  and  Commimity  Services,  dated 
October  24, 1973. 

3.  Section  52.677  is  amended  by  revok¬ 
ing  subparagraphs  (3)  and  (4)  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  as  follows; 

§  52.677  Compliance  «cln*dules. 

*  *  *  *  ♦ 

(d)  *  *  * 

(3>  I  Reserved  1 
(4)  [Reserved] 

[FR  Doc.75-29912  Filed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
[  10  CFR  Part  212  ] 

PROPOSALS  FOR  INCREASED  PRICING 
FLEXIBILITY 

Notice  of  Change  in  Hearing  Dates 

In  its  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  public  hearing  issued  October  '‘7, 
1975  (40  FR  49372,  October  22,  1975)  the 
FEA  stated  that  the  public  hearing  in 
the  matter  of  proposals  for  increased 
pricing  flexibility  would  be  held  begin¬ 
ning  at  9:30  a.m.,  on  November  11,  to  be 
continued,  if  necessary,  on  November  12, 
1975,  in  Room  2105,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Due  to  scheduling  problems,  the  hear¬ 
ing  date  has  been  changed  to  November 
12,  with  the  hearings  to  be  continued,  if 
necessary,  on  November  13,  1975.  There 
is  no  change  in  the  location  or  in  the  time 
the  hearings  wUl  begin. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  October  31, 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-29784  Filed  11-3-76:9:27  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Parts  239,240,  249  ] 

[Release  Nos.  33-5627,  34-11733;  File  No. 

87-593] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  AND  SOCIAL 
DISCLOSURE 

Notice  of  Commission  Conclusions  and 
Rulemaking  Proposals 

Preliminary  Statement  and  Summary 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  today  announced  its  conclusions  and 
proposals  for  further  rulemaking  action 
in  the  proceeding  announced  in  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  Release  No.  5569  (February  11, 
1975)  concerning  possible  disclosure  in 
registration  statements,  reports  and 
other  dociunents  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  or  required  to  be  furnished  to  in¬ 
vestors  pursuant  to  the  Securities  Act  of 

1933  and  the  Securities  Excharge  Act  of 

1934  of  environmental  and  other  matters 
of  social  concern,  including  equal  em¬ 
ployment  matters. 

The  Commission  has  concluded  that, 
although  it  is  generally  not  authorized  to 
consider  the  promotion  of  social  goals 
unrelated  to  the  objectives  of  the  federal 
securities  laws,  it  is  authorized  and  re¬ 
quired  by  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA)  to  consider 
the  promotion  of  environmental  pro¬ 
tection  as  a  factor  in  exercising  its  rule- 
making  authority  under  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  and  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934.  In  this  regard,  NEPA  and 
the  promotion  of  environmental  protec¬ 
tion  which  it  explicitly  mandates  all 
agencies  to  effect  are  unique  insofar  as 
the  Commission’s  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  are  concerned. 

The  Commission  has  broad  discretion 
with  regard  to  the  promulgation  of  dis¬ 
closure  requirements  under  the  federal 
securities  laws,  limited  only  by  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  it  determine  that  such 
disclosures  are  necessary  to  discharge  its 
statutory  responsibilities  or  are  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
or  for  the  protectio'^  of  investors.  In  ex¬ 
ercising  this  discretion,  we  have  recog¬ 
nized  that  certain  types  of  information 
are  often  of  imnortance  to  investors 
generally  and  thus  may  appropriately  be 
made  the  subject  of  specific  disclosure 
requirements  applicable  to  all  regis¬ 
trants.  On  the  other  hand,  certain  types 
of  information  which  are  of  importance 
only  in  certain  instances  have  generally 
not  been  made  the  subject  of  specific 
disclosure  requirements. 

No  showing  has  been  made  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  particularly  in  light  of  the  more 
than  100  areas  of  social  information 
identified  by  persons  responding  to  our 
request  for  comments,  that  disclosure  of 
information  describing  corporate  social 
practices  .«hould  be  specifically  required 
of  all  registrants.  This  Is  not  to  say,  how¬ 
ever,  that.  In  specific  cases,  some  infor¬ 
mation  of  this  type  might  not  be  required 
in  order  to  make  the  statements  in  a 
filing  not  misleading  or  to  make  the  filing 
otherwise  complete  with  respect  to  infor¬ 
mation  Investors  appropriately  might 
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need  to  make  informed  investment  or 
voting  decisions.  The  Commission’s  rules 
already  require,  in  addition  to  spectdc 
disclosures,  the  disclosure  of  any  other 
material  information.  Indeed,  at  a  prior 
stage  in  its  consideration  of  environ¬ 
mental  and  social  disclosure,  the  Com¬ 
mission  alerted  registrants  to  this  fact. 
Securities  Act  Release  No.  5170  (July  19, 
1971).  And.  in  those  particular  instances 
in  which  disclosures  are  required  there¬ 
under.  the  law  provides  remedies  for  non- 
compliance.  In  appropriate  cases,  the 
Commission  may  commence  an  enforce¬ 
ment  action,  and  investors  who  believe 
that  they  have  been,  or  are  being,  injured 
by  non-disclosure  of  specific  information 
have  judicial  remedies  available  to  them. 
As  the  Supreme  Court  has  recognized, 
these  remedies  constitute  a  necessary 
supplement  to  the  Commission’s  own  en¬ 
forcement  activities. 

Accordingly,  in  light  of  the  apparent 
interest  among  some  investors  and  the 
Commission’s  obligation  to  consider  pro¬ 
motion  of  environmental  protection 
among  other  factors  in  exercising  its  dis¬ 
closure  authority,  we  have  today  proposed 
for  comment  rules  which  would  make 
available  to  Interested  investors  informa¬ 
tion  regarding  the  extent  to  which  cor¬ 
porations  have  failed  to  satisfy  environ¬ 
mental  standards  imder  federal  law.  We 
have  also  concluded  that  specific  disclo¬ 
sure  requirements  regarding  corporate 
equal  employment  and  other  practices 
are  not  appropriate  at  this  time. 

Below  is  a  topical  outline  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  considered  by  the  Commission  in  this 
release; 

l.  Background. 

II.  The  Commission’s  Disclosure  Authority 
and  Responsibilities  Under  the  Federal  Se¬ 
curities  Iiaws. 

A.  The  Commission’s  disclosure  authority. 

B.  The  Commission’s  discretion  to  exercise 
Its  disclosure  authority. 

C.  The  scope  of  Judicial  review. 

m.  The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act. 

A.  Structure  of  the  Act. 

B.  The  effect  of  the  Act  on  the  Commis- 
sion'b  dlsdoBure  authority. 

C.  Environmental  disclosure  alternatives. 

IV.  Investor  Interest  In,  and  Use  of.  Social 
Disclosure. 

A.  The  extent  of  Investor  Interest. 

B.  The  nature  of  Investor  Interest. 

C.  The  use  of  social  information  by  In¬ 
vestors. 

D.  Avenues  available  to  Interested  Inves¬ 
tors  to  affect  corporate  social  practices. 

V.  Disclosure  of  Information  Relevant  to 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity  and  Other 
Matters  of  Social  Concern. 

VI.  Rulemaking  Proposals. 

A.  General  purpose. 

B.  Synopsis  of  proposals. 

C.  Operation  of  proposals. 

I.  Backgsound 

This  proceeding,  the  most  recent  as¬ 
pect  of  the  Commission’s  consideration 
of  environmental  and  social  disclosure, 
was  conducted  pursuant  to  an  ordw  of 
the  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Co- 
'umbia  In  “Natural  Resources  Defense 
Council,  Inc.  v.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commlsion,”  389  F.  Supp.  689  (DD.C., 
1974) .  Plaintiffs  in  that  case  had  sought 
review  of  the  promulgation  by  the  Com¬ 


mission  of  the  environmental  disclosure 
rules  announced  in  Securities  Act  Release 
No.  5386  (April  20,  1973)  and  the  related 
denial  of  plaintiffs’  petition^  for  rules 
requiring  registrants  to  file  with  the 
Commission  information  concerning  both 
the  raivironmental  consequences  of  their 
activities,  and  statistics  and  legal  pro¬ 
ceedings  regarding  their  equal  employ¬ 
ment  practices. 

The  court  held  that  the  Commission 
had  failed  to  satisfy  the  procedural  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  (APA) ,  5  U.S.C.  551,  et  seq.,  in 
its  informal  rulemaking  proceeding  in 
three  respects; 

(1)  By  failing  to  state  in  Securities  Act 
Release  No.  5235  (February  16, 1972) ,  an¬ 
nouncing  the  Commission’s  proposed  en¬ 
vironmental  disclosure  rules,  that  those 
rules  were  intended  fully  to  discharge  the 
Commission’s  obligations  under  NEPA; 

(2)  By  failing  to  state  in  Release  No. 
5386  (which  adopted,  with  certain  modi¬ 
fications,  the  disclosure  rules  proposed 
for  comment  in  Release  No.  5235) ,  in  suf¬ 
ficient  detail  to  permit  judicial  review, 

(a)  The  Commission’s  view  of  its  obli¬ 
gation  under  the  federal  securities  acts 
and  NEPA, 

(b)  The  alternatives  which  it  consid¬ 
ered  in  its  rulemaking  action,  and 

(c)  Its  reasons  for  rejecting  substan¬ 
tial  alternatives;  and 

(3)  By  failing  to  state  the  reasons  for 
its  denial  of  the  equal  employment  por¬ 
tion  of  plaintiffs’  petition. 

The  court  ordered  the  Commission  to 
undertake  “rulemaking  action  to  bring 
the  Conunission’s  corEK)rate  disclosure 
regulations  into  full  compliance  with  the 
letter  and  spirit  of  NEPA,’’  *  and  to  re¬ 
consider  the  Commission’s  denial  of  the 
equal  employment  portion  of  the  peti¬ 
tion.®  The  court  also  suggested  that  the 
Conunission  resolve  what  it  characterized 
as  two  “overriding  factual  issues’’;  (1) 
The  extent  of  interest  among  “ethical 
investors’’  in  the  disclosure  by  corpora¬ 
tions  of  the  environmental  impact  of  cor¬ 
porate  activities  and  of  their  equal  em¬ 
ployment  opportunity  practices  and  (2) 
the  avenues  open  to  such  Investors  to 
eliminate  corporate  practices  inimical  to 
the  environment  and  equal  employment 
opportunity.® 

Although  the  Commission  disagreed 
with  the  ruling  of  the  district  court,  on 
February  11,  1975,  in  Securities  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  5569,®  the  Commission  an¬ 
nounced  the  present  phase  of  this  public 


1  S.E.C.  File  No.  4-179. 

*389  F.  Supp.  at  693.  In  Its  unreported 
order  accompanying  the  opinion,  the  court 
provided  that  the  rules  promulgated  In  Re¬ 
lease  No.  6386  would  “remain  in  effect  pend¬ 
ing  further  rulemaking  action  by  the  SEC.” 

’■The  Court’s  original  order,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  9, 1974,  directed  the  Commission  to  "take 
further  rulemaking  action"  within  120  days. 
That  order  has  been  modified  so  that  the 
Commission  Is  now  required,  on  or  before 
October  14,  1975,  to  determine  and  pubUcly 
announce  its  conclusions  reflecting  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  announced  in  Securities  Act  Release 
No.  5669  (February  11,  1976).  and  the  dis¬ 
closure  rules  proposed  as  a  result  of  that 
proceeding. 

« 389  P.  Supp.  at  701-702. 

*40  “Federal  Register”  7013  (February  18, 
1976) . 


proceeding  pursuant  to  the  court’s  order. 
In  accord  with  the  Commission’s  normal 
practice,  the  release  was  published  in  the 
“SEC  Docket’’*  and  distributed  to  per¬ 
sons  cm  the  Commission’s  mailing  list  for 
releases  issued  under  the  Securities  Act 
and  the  Securities  Exchange  Act.  Such 
distribution  includes  all  registrants  under 
the  Securities  Act  and  all  reporting  com¬ 
panies  under  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act.  In  addition,  to  insure  the  fullest  pos¬ 
sible  notice  to  interested  piersons,  the 
Commission  provided  500  copies  of  the 
release  to  the  Natural  Resources  Defense 
Council  for  distribution.  The  Commission 
itself  mailed  copies  of  the  release,  to¬ 
gether  with  lett^  inviting  comment,  to 
various  interested  governmental  agen¬ 
cies,®  to  persons  who  had  responded  to 
two  earlier  releases  requesting  comment 
on  certain  matters  of  social  significance," 
and  to  persons  who  commented  on  the 
environmental  disclosure  rules  proposed 
in  Securities  Act  Release  No.  5235,  supra. 
The  Commission  also  announced  in  Se¬ 
curities  Act  Release  No.  5577  (April  4, 
1975),*  that  it  would  make  available  a 
reasonable  number  of  copies  of  Release 
No.  5569,  upon  request,  to  any  other 
group  or  organization  whose  membership 
might  be  interested  in  commenting 
thereon. 

Public  hearings  commenced  on  April  14. 
1975,  and  continued  on  19  days  through 
May  14.  Fifty-four  oral  presentations  and 
353  written  comments  were  received.  Be¬ 
cause  many  of  the  written  comments  ar¬ 
rived  after  the  May  14  deadline  specified 
in  Release  No.  5569,  the  staff  informally 
held  the  proceeding  open  and  accepted 
comments  through  the  end  of  May.  A 
number  of  comments  received  thereafter 
have  been  placed  in  the  public  file.  The 
entire  file,  which  includes  documents  in 
excess  of  10,000  pages,  is  divided  into 
letters  of  comment,  transcripts  of  testi¬ 
mony  received  at  the  hearing,  and  ex¬ 
hibits  presented  in  the  course  of  testi¬ 
mony.  These  documents  are,  and  have 
been,  available  for  public  inspectkoi  at 


«6  “SEC  Docket”  257  (February  25,  1975). 
The  “SEC  Docket”  Is  a  weekly  compilation 
of  the  Commission's  releases  and  Is  available 
on  a  subscription  basis  from  the  Government 
Printing  Office.  The  ‘BEC  Docket”  has  ap¬ 
proximately  6,500  subscribers. 

'  These  were  the  United  States  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers;  CouncU  on  Environmental 
Quality;  Environmental  Protection  Agency; 
Equal  Employment  Opportimlty  Commis¬ 
sion;  Labor  Relations  and  Civil  Rights  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Department  of  Labor;  and  Land 
and  Natural  Resources  Division  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice. 

® ’These  were  (1)  Securities  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  9822  (October  17,  1972),  which 
Invited  comment  on  a  rulemaking  petition 
filed  lay  Public  Citizen,  Inc.  and  others  con¬ 
cerning  contributions  to  segregated  funds 
to  be  used  by  corporations  for  poUtlcal  piur- 
poses;  and  ><2)  Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  9908  (December  14.  1972),  which 
Invited  comment  on  a  rulemaking  petition 
filed  by  the  United  Church  of  Christ  and 
others  concerning  employment  practices  In 
the  securities  Industry. 

•40  “Federal  Register”  16375  (April  11, 
1975). 
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the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Sec¬ 
tion,  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.'" 

II.  The  Commission’s  Disclosure  Au¬ 
thority  AND  Responsibilities  Under 

THE  Federal  Securities  Laws 

A.  The  Commission’s  disclosure  au¬ 
thority.  The  provisions  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  "  and  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  ”  are  the  starting  point  for 
any  analysis  of  the  Commission’s  author¬ 
ity  or  obligation  to  require  specific  dis¬ 
closures.  Those  Acts  confer  upon  the 
Commission  broad  discretion  to  deter¬ 
mine  what  matters,  in  addition  to  those 
specifically  enumerated  in  the  Acts,  are 
appropriate  for  disclosure.  That  broad 
discretion  is  limited,  as  set  forth  imme¬ 
diately  below,  by  the  requirement  that 
the  Commission  determine  disclosure  of 
such  matters  is  either  necessary  to  dis¬ 
charge  the  Commission’s  obligations 
imder  the  Acts  or  is  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  in  the  public  interest  or  for  the 
protection  of  investors.  In  addition.  Con¬ 
gress  desired  that  disclosure  be  fair  as 
well  as  full. 

'The  Commission’s  general  rulemaking 
authority  is  contained  in  Section  19(a) 
of  the  Securities  Act  and  Section  23(a) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act,  which 
authorize  the  Commission  to  promulgate 
such  rules  “as  may  be  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  title,’’  and  “as 
may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to 
implement  the  provisions  of  this  title  for 
which  [it  isl  responsible  or  for  the  execu¬ 


The  public  file  In  this  phase  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  consists  of  the  following  subfiles: 

S7-551-1:  Written  comments  received  In 
response  to  Release  Mo.  5569  and  certain 
background  Information  as  described  In  that 
Release. 

87-551-1 A:  Witnesses’  prepared  statements 
and  exhibits  submitted  at  the  public  hearing. 

87-65 1-1 C:  Correspondence  in  connection 
with  the  proceeding  other  than  written  com¬ 
ments. 

87-551-lH:  Transcripts  of  the  public 
hearings. 

Other  Commission  public  files  which  con¬ 
tain  materials  relevant  to  the  issues  in  this 
proceeding  Include: 

87-429:  Written  comment  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  Release  No.  6235,  supra,  concerning 
proposed  environmental  disclosure  rules. 

4-150:  Written  comment  received  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  Release  No.  9822,  supra  note  8,  con¬ 
cerning  corporate  political  funds. 

4-160:  Written  comment  received  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  Release  No.  9908,  supra  note  8. 
concerning  employment  practices  in  the 
securities  industry. 

4-179:  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council 
rulemaking  petition  and  materials  related  to 
the  denial  thereof. 

« 15  U.8.C.  77a  cf  seq.  The  Act  aopears  hi 
the  United  8tates  Code  as  15  UJS.C.  Section 

77,  the  sections  of  the  Act  being  identified  by 
the  letters  a-bb  rather  than  by  the  corre¬ 
sponding  Arabic  numbers. 

“  15  U.S.C.  78a  et  seq.  The  Act  anpears  in 
the  United  States  Code  as  15  U.S.C.  Section 

78,  the  sections  of  the  Act  being  identified  by 
the  letters  a-JJ  rather  than  by  the  correspond¬ 
ing  Arabic  numbers.  Recent  amendments  to 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act,  adopted  this 
year  in  Pub.  L.  94-29,  have  not  as  yet  been 
included  in  this  codification. 


tion  of  the  functions  vested  in  tit]  by 
this  title  .  .  respectively.  Certain  sec¬ 
tions  of  those  Acts  also  confer  specific 
and  independent  grants  of  rulemaking 
authority. 

Thus,  Sections  7  and  10(c)  of  the 
Securities  Act  prescribe  certain  types  of 
information  to  be  disclosed  in  registra¬ 
tion  statements  and  prospectuses,  re¬ 
spectively,  and  authorize  the  Commission 
to  require  disclosure  therein  of  such 
other  information  “as  [is]  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or  for 
the  protection  of  investors.”  Similarly, 
under  Section  12(b)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act,  the  Commission  may  re¬ 
quire,  in  applications  for  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  securities,  such  information  re¬ 
specting  the  issuer’s  organization,  finan¬ 
cial  structure,  nature  of  business  and 
financial  statements  as  it  deems  “neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
or  for  the  protection  of  investors.”  Sec¬ 
tion  13(a)  under  that  Act  requires  each 
issuer  of  a  security  registered  imder  Sec¬ 
tion  12  to  keep  current  the  information 
in  its  application  or  registration  state¬ 
ment  and  to  file  annual  and  quarterly 
reports  in  accordance  with  rules  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission  “as  necessary 
or  appropriate  for  the  proper  protection 
of  investors  and  to  insure  fair  dealing 
in  the  security.”  Pursuant  to  Section  15 
(d)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act,  such 
reports  are  also  required  of  certain  com¬ 
panies  which  have  filed  registration 
statements  imder  the  Securities  Act.  Sec¬ 
tion  14(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Ace  prohibits  the  solicitation  of  proxies 
in  contravention  of  such  rules  as  the 
Commission  prescribes  “as  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or  for 
the  protection  of  investors.” 

The  requirement  that  disclosure  be 
fair  as  well  as  full  arises  from  the  pre¬ 
amble  to  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  which 
sets  forth  the  purpose  of  that  Act; 

[t]o  provide  full  and  fair  disclosure  of  the 
character  of  securities  sold  in  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce.  .  .  . 

Of  the  various  purposes  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act,  as  set  forth  in  its  pre¬ 
amble  and  in  Section  2  of  the  Act,  the 
Congressional  aim  “to  require  appropri¬ 
ate  reports”  is  of  direct  concern  here.“ 
The  Senate  Report  on  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  ultimately  embodied  in  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  points  out  that  in¬ 
formation  required  under  the  Securities 
Act  relates  only  to  the  time  of  issuance, 
whereas 

[rjeports  under  this  bill  will  provide  ade¬ 
quate  Information  recusonably  up  to  date  as 


“  The  preamble  to  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  makes  clear  that  the  major  purposes  of 
that  Act  were  (tjo  provide  for  the  regulation 
of  securities  exchanges  and  of  over-the- 
counter  markets  ...  to  prevent  inequitable 
and  unfair  practices  on  such  exchanges  and 
markets,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Section  2  of  that  Act  states:  For  the 
reasons  hereinafter  enumerated,  transactions 
In  securities  as  commonly  conducted  upon 
securities  exchanges  and  over-the-counter 
markets  are  affected  with  a  national  public 
interest  which  makes  It  necessary  ...  to 
require  appropriate  reports.  .  .  . 


long  as  the  security  Is  traded  in  on  an 
exchange.” 

An  additional  objective  of  the  Act,  not 
referred  to  in  the  preamble  or  in  Section 
2,  but  underlying  Section  14(a),  is  the 
promotion  of  fair  opportunity  for  cor¬ 
porate  suffrage. 

The  Acts  and  the  relevant  legislative 
history  also  suggest  that  a  prime  expec¬ 
tation  of  the  Congress  was  that  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  discloure  authority  would  be 
ued  to  require  the  dissemination  of  in¬ 
formation  which  is  or  may  be  economi¬ 
cally  significant.  The  Securities  Act  of 
1933  was  enacted  in  response  to  the  flo¬ 
tation  during  the  post-World  War  I 
decade  of  $25  billion  of  securities  which 
proved  worthless.^  The  significance  of 
the  enumerated  disclosure  items  in 
Schedule  A  to  that  Act  is  essentially 
economic  in  nature.  As  the  House  Report 
which  preceded  the  Securities  Act  states: 

The  type  of  information  required  to  be 
disclosed  is  of  a  character  comparable  to  that 
demanded  by  competent  bankers  from  their 
borrowers,  and  has  been  worked  out  In  the 
light  of  these  and  other  requirements.” 

Similarly,  the  items  prescribed  in 
Section  12(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  for  inclusion  in  registration  state¬ 
ments  filed  thereunder  are  essentially 
of  economic  significance,"  as  are  the  spe¬ 
cific  references  in  Section  13(b)  to  the 
form  of,  and  the  methodology  under¬ 
lying,  annual  and  quarterly  reports.  As 
the  Senate  Report  explained: 

The  bill  provides  that  ...  a  condition 
of  such  registration  shall  be  the  furnishing 
of  complete  Information  relative  to  the 
financier  condition  of  the  Issuer,  which  in¬ 
formation  shall  be  kept  up  to  date  by  ade¬ 
quate  periodic  reports.” 

That  economic  were  the  primary  con¬ 
cern  of  the  Congress  in  prescribing  the 
Commission’s  disclosure  authority  ap¬ 
pears  also  to  be  the  view  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  given  its  recent  emphasis  on  the 
economic  nature  of  securities  transac¬ 
tions  in  “United  Housing  Foundation, 

Inc.  V.  Forman,” _ U.S. _ ,  95  S. 

Ct.  2051  (June  16,  1975) .  The  Court  re¬ 
jected  the  contention  that  instruments 
designated  as  “stock”  were  necessarily 


”  S.  Rep.  No.  792,  73d  Cong.,  2d  Sess.  at  10 
( 1934) .  In  1964,  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
was  amended  to  extend  the  reporting  require¬ 
ments  to  certain  Issuers,  the  securities  of 
which  were  not  traded  on  an  exchange.  Public 
Law  No.  88-467  (Aug.  20,  1964) ,  78  Stat.  565. 
See  15  U.S.C.  781(g),  78m(a),  78n. 

Such  disclosure  Is,  of  course,  related  to  the 
other  statutory  objectives  of  controlling  spec¬ 
ulation  and  Insider  trading  and  of  eliminat¬ 
ing  manipulation.  As  the  House  Report  made 
clear: 

There  cannot  be  honest  markets  without 
honest  publicity.  Manipulation  and  dishonest 
practices  of  the  market  place  thrive  upon 
mystery  and  secrecy. 

H.R.  Rep.  No.  1383,  73d  Cong.,  2d  Sess. 
at  11  (1934). 

“H.R.  Rep.  No.  85,  73d  Cong.,  1st  Sess. 
(1933)  at  2. 

“/d.  at  4. 

”The  Commission's  rulemaking  authority 
under  Section  12(b)  Is  limited  to  informa¬ 
tion  “In  respect  of”  certain  enumerated 
items. 

”S.  Rep.  No.  792,  supra  note  14,  at  10 
(emphasis  added) . 
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"securities”  under  the  federal  securities 
laws,  stating: 

Because  securities  transactions  are 
economic  In  cbaracter  Congress  Intended  the 
appUcation  of  these  statutes  to  turn  on  the 
ecoaomic  reulUiet  underlying  a  transac¬ 
tion.  ... 

93  S.  Ct.  2059  (^phasis  added) .  And,  in 
considering  whether  the  interests  in 
question  constituted  an  “investment  con¬ 
tract”  or  an  “instoument  commonly 
known  as  a  security,”  the  Court  stated: 

There  Is  no  doubt  that  purchasers  In  this 
housing  cooperative  sought  to  obtain  a  de¬ 
cent  home  at  an  attractive  price.  But  that 
type  of  economic  interest  characterizes  every 
tatm.  ot  commercUU  dealing.  What  distin¬ 
guishes  a  security  transaction — and  what  is 
absent  here — ^Is  an  Investment  where  one 
parts  with  his  money  in  the  hope  of  re¬ 
ceiving  prohts  from  the  efforts  of  others, 
and  not  where  he  purchases  a  commodity 
for  personal  consumption  or  living  quarters 
for  personal  use. 

Id.  at  2063  (footnote  omitted) 

It  ia  also  evidait,  however,  that  inso¬ 
far  as  the  Cotnmlssiou’s  rulemaking  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  14(a)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Is  concerned,  the 
primacy  of  economic  matters,  particu¬ 
larly  with  respect  to  shareholder  pro¬ 
posals,  is  someyrtiat  less.  Section  14(a) 
provides  that  i^oxies  may  be  solicited 
(mly  in  conformity  with  “such  rules  and 
regulations  as  the  Commission  may  pre¬ 
scribe  as  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
pvddic  interest  txc  for  the  protection  of 
investors.”  The  Congressional  purpose  in 
enacting  Section  14  has  been  character¬ 
ized  as  “to  require  fair  opportunity  for 
the  operation  of  corporate  suffrage.”** 

”  In  "National  Association  for  the  Ad¬ 
vancement  of  Colored  People  v.  Federal  Power 

Commission,”  -  P.  2d  - ,  No.  72-1959 

(C.AJJ.C.,  February  5,  1976),  the  Court  of 
Ai^als  for  the  District  of  Columbia  observed 
thmt  In  1971  this  Commission  hsd  issued  a 
resale  whlc^  called  attention  to  Its  then- 
ezlstlng  disclosure  requirements  regarding 
the  pendency  of  civU  rights  proceedings 
which  could  affect  a  registrant’s  business 
activities,  and  stated: 

In  thns  acting,  however,  the  SEC  appears 
to  us  raeretirto  have  been  fnlllUlng  Its  proper 
role  of  seeing  that  Investors  are  fully  In- 
fmoed  of  circumstances  which  might  bear 
on  the  financial  prospects  of  seeurlties-issu- 
Ing  corporations. 

Slip  Op.  at  23-24. 

On  the  othw  hand.  In  the  action  out  of 
which  this  proceeding  arose.  Judge  Blchey 
stated: 

There  are  many  so-called  ‘ethical  Investors’ 
In  this  country  who  want  to  Invest  their 
assets  in  firms  which  are  concerned  about 
and  acting  on  environmental  problems  of 
the  nation.  *11113  attitude  may  be  based  pure¬ 
ly  upon  a  concern  for  the  environment;  but 
it  may  also  proceed  from  the  recognition  that 
awareness  of  and  sensitivity  to  environ¬ 
mental  problems  Is  tbe  mark  of  Intelligent 
management.  Whatever  tbelr  motive,  this 
Court  Is  not  prepared  to  say  that  they  are 
not  rational  Investors  and  that  the  Informa¬ 
tion  they  seek  is  not  material  information 
within  the  meaning  of  the  securities  laws. 

389  F.  Supp.  at  700  {dictum). 

» ''Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  v. 
Transamerlca  Corp.,’’  163  F.  3d  511.  518  (CA. 
3.  1947)  cert,  denied,  332  UB.  847  (1947) .  See 
also,  "J.  I.  Case  Co.  v.  Borak,”  377  UB.  426, 
431-32  (1964). 


The  Senate  Report  oii  Section  14(a)  in¬ 
dicates  that  Congress  was  concerned  that 
shareholders  be  Informed  of  the  nature 
of  the  matters  which  would  be  presented 
at  shareholder  meetings  and  on  which 
those  soliciting  proxies  would  cast  their 
votes.”  The  House  Report,  <ki  the  other 
hand,  appears  to  place  somewhat  greater 
emi^asis  on  the  prevention  of  injury  to 
stockholder  financial  interests  which 
could  result  from  unregulated  manage¬ 
ment  proxy  solicitation.** 

B.  The  Commission’s  discretion  to  ex¬ 
ercise  its  disclosure  authority.  As  stated 
above.  Congress  has  conferred  on  the 
Cjommission  broad  discretion  to  deter¬ 
mine  what  disclosures,  in  addition  to 
those  specifically  enumerated  In  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act  and  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act,  should  be  required  of  all  registrants. 
In  administering  the  various  federal  se¬ 
curities  laws,**  the  Commission  was  ex¬ 
pected  to  become  entirely  familiar  with 
the  securities  markets  and  to  develop  an 
expertise  which  would  enable  it  to  resolve 
questions  such  as  what  disclosure  of  In¬ 
formation  regarding  securities  and  issu¬ 
ers  Is  necessary  to  discharge  Its  respon¬ 
sibilities  under  the  Securities  Act  and  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  or  is  “necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or 
for  the  protection  of  investors.”**  The 
Commission’s  broad  discretion  to  require 


“S.  Rep.  792,  supra  note  14,  at  12: 

In  order  that  the  stockholder  may  have 
adequate  knowledge  as  to  the  manner  In 
which  his  Interests  are  being  served.  It  Is  es¬ 
sential  that  he  be  enlightened  not  only  as  to 
the  financial  condition  of  the  corporation, 
but  also  as  to  the  major  questions  of  policy, 
which  are  decided  at  stockholders’  meetings. 

■■  HR.  Rep.  1383,  supra  note  14,  at  13-14: 
Fair  corporate  suffice  ts  an  Important 
right  that  should  attach  to  every  equity  se¬ 
curity  bought  on  a  public  exchange.  .  .  .  In¬ 
siders  have  at  times  solicited  proxies  with¬ 
out  fairly  informing  the  stodcholders  of  the 
purposes  for  which  the  proxies  are  to  be  used 
and  have  used  such  proxies  to  take  from 
the  stockholders  for  their  own  selfish  advan¬ 
tage  valuable  property  rights. 

■■The  Commission’s  organic  statutes  In¬ 
clude:  Securities  Act  of  1933,  18  UB.C.  77a 
et  aeg.  Securities  Exchange  Act  ot  1934,  15 
UB.0. 78a  et  seq.  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  ot  1935,  15  U.S.C.  79  ft  teq.  Trust 
Indenture  Act  of  1930,  15  UB.C.  77aaa  et  teq. 
Investment  Conq;>any  Act  of  1940,  16  UB.C. 
80a-l  et  seq.  Investment  Advisers  Act  of  1940, 
15  U.S.C.  80b-l  et  seq. 

“’The  courts  have  repeatedly  recognized 
broed  discretion  In  tbe  Commission  to  make 
determinations  whether  to  take  action  and 
the  form  any  action  should  take,  dependent 
on  Its  expertise  In  securities  matters.  See, 
e.g.,  "Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  v. 
Chenery  CkirpV’  332  UB.  194,  209  (1974) : 

The  Commission’s  conclusion  {regarding  a 
reorganization  plan  under  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act]  here  rests  squarely  In 
that  area  where  administrative  judgments 
are  entitled  to  the  greatest  amount  of  weight 
by  appellate  courts.  It  Is  the  product  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  experience,  iq;>preclatlon  of  the 
conq>lexltles  of  the  problem,  reaHaatlon  of 
the  statutory  policies,  and  responsible  treat¬ 
ment  of  tbe  uncontested  facts.  It  Is  tbe  type 
of  judgment  which  administrative  agencies 
are  best  equipped  to  make  and  which  Justi¬ 
fies  the  use  of  the  administrative  process. 
.  .  .  Whether  we  agree  or  disagree  with  the 
result  reached,  It  is  an  allowable  judgment 
which  we  cannot  disturb. 


disclosure  inrovides  necessary  latitude  to 
expand  or  contract  disclosure  rules  in 
light  of  changes  in  the  relevant  context 
in  which  securities  Issuers  conduct  their 
businesses.  Statutes,  business  relatioti- 
ships,  supply  conditions  and  a  host  of 
other  factors  which  could  not  be  fore¬ 
seen  in  1933  and  1934  may  today  have 
a  significant  impact  on  the  financial  con¬ 
dition  of  ccHnpanies  and  the  priorities  of 
investors. 

If  the  Commission  had  not  been  vest¬ 
ed  with  broad  discretion  to  review  c<m- 
tinuously  and  determine  the  appropriate 
content  of  its  disclosure  requirements, 
either  periodic  review  and  adjustment 
thereof  by  Congress  would  have  been 
necessary  or  disclosure  would  have  been 
f  roeen  in  the  mold  dictated  by  conditions 
perceived  in  1933  and  1934.  In  tbe  alter¬ 
native,  perhaps,  C(«igress  might  have 
prescribed  a  mechanism  to  periodically 
determine  the  actual  interests  of  Inves¬ 
tors.  But,  as  discussed  infra.  Section 
IV(A>,  there  appears  to  be  no  feasiUe, 
precise  method  to  accomplish  such  an 
undertaking,  short  ot  an  in-depth  statis¬ 
tical  survey.**  Furthermore,  such  a  sur¬ 
vey.  while  superficially  attractive,  would 
at  best  produce  results  that  might  rap¬ 
idly  become  outdated  in  light  of  tbe 
shifting  and  fluctuating  nature  of  public 
opinion  and  the  focus  of  popular  atten¬ 
tion  from  time  to  time.**  Finally, 
consideration  would  have  to  be  given  to 
whether  interests  of  which  investors  are 
largely  unaware  might  become  recog¬ 
nized  if  disclosure  of  relevant  Informa¬ 
tion  were  to  be  required.  It  is  thus  appar¬ 
ent  that  the  first  of  these  alternatives 
would  have  resulted  in  the  remedial  dis¬ 
closure  provisions  of  the  federal  secu¬ 
rities  laws  rapidly  becoming  outmoded, 
while  the  second  would  not  have  been 
workable  and  would  have  been  totally 
unstable. 

Whether  particular  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  are  necessary  to  pwmlt  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  discharge  its  oUigations  under 
tbe  Securities  Act  and  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  or  are  necesnury  or  iqppro- 
priate  in  the  puUic  Interest  or  for  the 
protecticxi  of  Investors  involves  a  balanc¬ 
ing  of  competing  factors.  As  a  practical 
matter.  It  is  impossible  to  provide  every 
item  of  information  that  might  ^  of 
interest  to  some  investor  in  making  in- 
vestmrat  and  voting  decisions.  As  dis¬ 
cussed  infra.  Section  V,  participants  tn 
the  proceeding  suggested  more  than  100 
topics  concomlng  which  they  desired  dis¬ 
closure.  A  disclosure  document  which 
incorporated  each  of  these  suggestions 
would  consist  of  excessive  and  possibly 
confusing  detail,  whether  provided  di¬ 
rectly  to  investors  or  filed  witii  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  inaction  by  Interested  per- 


■■  Thers  xr*  iq>proxtinately  SO  million 
United  States  InTcetors  holding  approximately 
$660  billion  In  common  and  preferred  stock, 
exclusive  of  investment  company  shares.  See 
notes  48  and  50.  supra. 

**  If  the  Commission  were  required  to 
promulgate  rules  by  plebiscite  at  the  behest 
of  any  member  of  the  public,  its  functions 
would  be  purely  ministerial,  a  result  clearly 
not  intended  by  OongrsBs  In  1934  or  In  1975 
when  It  last  reviewed  the  workings  of  the 
Commission  and  the  securities  laws. 
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sons.  Thus,  certain  types  of  disclosure 
might  be  so  voluminous  as  to  render  dis¬ 
closure  documents  as  a  whole  signifi¬ 
cantly  less  readable  and,  thus,  less  use¬ 
ful  to  investors  generally  ”  In  addition, 
disclosure  to  serve  the  needs  or  desires 
of  limited  segments  of  the  investing 
public,  even  if  otherwise  desirable,  may 
be  inappropriate,  since  the  cost  to  regis¬ 
trants,  which  must  ultimately  be  borne 
by  their  shareholders,  would  be  likely  to 
outweigh  the  resulting  benefits  to  most 
Investors. 

The  weighing  of  these  factors,  among 
others,  is  the  mechanism  by  which  dis¬ 
closure  is  rendered  fair  as  well  as  full.  In 
administering  the  disclosure  process  un¬ 
der  the  Securities  Act  and  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act,  the  Commission  has 
generally  resolved  these  various  compet¬ 
ing  considerations  by  requiring  disclosure 
only  of  such  information  as  the  Conunis- 
slon  believes  is  important  to  the  reason¬ 
able  investor — “material  information.”  17 
CPR  230.405(f),  230.408,  240.12b-20,  and 
240.14ar-9(a).  This  limitation  is  believed 
necessary  in  order  to  insure  meaningful 
and  useful  disclosure  documents  of  bene¬ 
fit  to  most  Investors  without  unreason¬ 
able  costs  to  registrants  and  their  share¬ 
holders. 

In  arriving  at  our  decision,  we  are  also 
influenced  by  our  view  that  the  discretion 
vested  in  the  Commission  under  the 
Securities  Act  and  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  to  require  disclosure  which  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  “in  the  public 
interest”  does  not  generally  permit  the 
Commission  to  require  disclosure  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  promoting  social  goals  un¬ 
related  to  those  imderlying  these  Acts. 
Recently,  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  reaffirmed  this  prin¬ 
ciple  in  a  case  involving  the  obligations  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  with  re¬ 
spect  to  employment  discrimination.” 

The  Court  stated: 

.  .  .  Congress  has  not  charged  the  [Federal 
Power]  Commission  with  advancing  all  pub¬ 
lic  interests,  but  only  the  public’s  Interest  In 
having  the  particular  mandates  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  carried  out,  its  interest,  in  other 
words,  in  the  conservation  of  natural  re¬ 
sources  and  the  enjoyment  of  cheap  and 
plentiful  electricity  and  natural  gas. 

Slip  Op.  at  19  (emphasis  in  original) . 
Significantly,  the  Court  recognized  that 
many  of  its  previous  decisions,  as  well  as 
those  of  the  Supreme  Court,  have  re¬ 
quired  agencies  to  consider  the  antitrust 
Implications  of  their  actions,  but  it 
stated: 


^For  example,  certain  persons  submitted 
for  staff  examination  environmental  Impact 
statements  prepared  in  connection  vrith  cor¬ 
porate  projects  in  which  there  was  federal 
involvement.  These  documents  appeared  to 
contain  a  wealth  of  environmentally  signif¬ 
icant  information,  and  t3^ically  consisted  of 
several  volumes  containing  many  thousands 
of  pages.  If  comparable  material  were  to  be 
added  to  registration  statements.  It  would 
dwarf  the  disclosure  which  the  Commission 
presently  requires. 

“‘‘National  Association  for  the  Advance¬ 
ment  of  Colored  People  v.  Federal  Power 

Commission,” - F.  2d -  (C.A.D.C.,  No. 

72-1969,  February  6, 1976) . 


These  do  not,  however,  establish  that  the 
content  of  the  ‘public  Interest’  criterion  is 
generally  supplied  by  other  national  policies 
and  laws.  Some  such  policies  and  laws  are 
surely  relevant,  but  not  simply  because  they 
exist.  They  are  relevant  because  their  objec¬ 
tives  ‘can  be  related  to  the  objectives  of  the 
statute  administered  by  the  agency.’ 

Slip  Op.  at  19  (emphasis  in  original.)” 

[wjords  like  ‘public  Interest’  and  the  interest 
of  ‘Investors  or  consumers,’  though  of  wide 
generality,  take  their  meaning  and  definition 
from  the  substantive  purposes  of  the  Act. 

"Alabama  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  v.  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission,”  363  F.  2d 
905,  907  (C.A.D.C.,  1965).  See  “City  of  La¬ 
fayette  V.  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,”  454  F.  2d  941  (C.A.D.C.,  1971) .  See  also, 
“American  Sumatra  Tobacco  Corp.  v.  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,”  110  F.  2d 
117,  121  (C.A.D.C.,  1940)  (Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act). 

Thus,  although  the  Commission’s  dis¬ 
cretion  to  require  disclosure  is  broad, 
its  exercise  of  authority  is  limited  to  con¬ 
texts  related  to  the  objectives  of  the 
federal  securities  laws.  Specificially,  in¬ 
sofar  as  is  relevant  here,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  require  disclosure  by  regis¬ 
trants  under  the  Securities  Act  and  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  if  it  believes 
that  the  information  would  be  necessary 
or  appropriate  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  or  the  furtherance  of  fair,  ord¬ 
erly  and  informed  securities  markets  or 
for  fair  opportunity  for  corporate  suf¬ 
frage.  Although  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  may  have  some  indirect  effect  on 
corporate  conduct,  the  Commission  may 
not  require  disclosure  solely  for  this 
purpose. 

C.  The  scope  of  judicial  review.  As  dis¬ 
cussed  above,  the  scope  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  discretion  to  determine  what  dis¬ 
closure  is  appropriate  to  fulfill  its  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  the  federal  securities 
laws  is  extremely  broad.  Correspond¬ 
ingly,  the  scope  of  Judicial  review  of  a 
Commission  decision  regarding  whether 
to  require  disclosure  of  a  particular  type 
of  information  must  be  limited.”  If  this 
were  not  the  case,  the  court,  rather  than 
the  Commission,  would  genersdly  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  making  the  difficult  Judg- 
meuts  regarding  what  information  is 
necesary  for  the  Commission  to  discharge 
its  responsibilities  under  the  Seemdties 
Act  and  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  or 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors. 
Courts,  however,  are  ill-equipped  to 
make  such  determinations  because  the 
problems  presented  cannot  “be  resolved 
by  ‘judicial  application  of  canons  of 
statutory  construction.’  ”  “Hahn  v.  Gott¬ 
lieb,”  430  P.  2d  1243,  1249  (C.A.  1,  1970) . 
This  is  an  area  “where  laws  are  so 


“In  this  vein.  In  cases  arising  under  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1936, 
the  courts  repeatedly  have  held  that 
“To  the  extent  that  a  Commission  deci¬ 
sion  on  a  disclosure  issue  is  reviewable  at  all, 
review  is  limited  to  whether  the  decision  was 
procedurally  In  conformity  with  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  and  whether  the  de¬ 
cision  was  arbitrary,  capricious,  or  other¬ 
wise  abusive  of  the  Commission’s  broad  dis- 
creation  in  this  area.  6  U.S.C.  706. 


broadly  drawn  that  agencies  have  large 
discretion,”  “  and  “there  is  no  law  Ifor 
courts!  to  apply.”  In  short,  the  proper 
content  of  disclosure  requirements,  or 
whether  that  content  should  be  effected 
by  rulemaking  or  ad  hoc  adjudicatory 
actions,  are  judgments  “based  upon  pub¬ 
lic  policy,  .  .  .  judgmentCs]  which  Con¬ 
gress  has  indicated  [are]  type  for  the 
Commisison  to  make.”  “Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  v.  Chenery  Corp.,” 

332  U.S.  194,  209  (1947). 

Finally,  the  substitution  of  judicial  for 
Commission  discretion  in  disclosure  rule- 
making  would  distort  the  Commission’s 
overall  administration  of  the  disclosure 
process  by  permitting  persons  so  inclined 
to  utilize  judicial  review  under  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  to  vindicate 
their  own  value  preferences,  a  prospect 
rejected  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  analo¬ 
gous,  but  somewhat  different,  contexts 
involving  environmental  consequences  of 
agency  decisionmaking  in  “Sierra  Club  v. 
Morton,”  405  U.S.  727,  740  (1972)  and 
“Citizens  to  Preserve  Overton  Park,  Inc. 

V.  Volpe,”  401  U.S.  402,  416  (1971). 

ni.  The  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act 

A.  Structure  of  the  Act.  NEPA  is  unique 
in  that  Congress,  in  this  single  enact¬ 
ment,  supplemented  the  mandate  of  all 
federal  agencies  to  include  consideration 
of  environmental  values  within  agency 
responsibility.  In  determining  what  ac¬ 
tion  to  take  as  a  result  of  the  proceeding 
announced  in  Release  No.  5569,  the  Com¬ 
mission  must  determine  what  effect 
NEPA  has  on  the  principles  discussed 
above  which  govern  its  disclosure  au¬ 
thority.  The  pertinent  provisions  of  NEPA 
are  contained  in  Sections  101  through 
105  of  that  Act,  42  U.S.C.  4331  through 
4335. 

Section  101(a)  sets  forth  the  “con¬ 
tinuing  policy”  of  the  federal  government 
“to  use  all  practicable  means  and  meas¬ 
ures”  to  protect  environmental  values. 
Section  101(b)  states  that  the  substan¬ 
tive  “responsibility”  of  the  federal  gov¬ 
ernment  is  “to  tise  all  practicable  means, 
consistent  with  other  essential  consid¬ 
erations  of  national  policy,  to  improve 
and  coordinate  Federal  plans,  fimctions, 
programs  and  resources  to  the  end  that 
the  Nation  may”  achieve  certain  envi¬ 
ronmental  goals. 

Section  102  specifies  methods  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed.  Section  102(1)  authorizes  and 
directs  that  “to  the  fullest  extent  possi¬ 
ble  ..  .  the  policies,  regulations  and 
public  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
interpreted  and  administered  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies  set  forth  in  [the 
Act].”  Section  102(2)  directs  that  “all 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government” 
shall,  “to  the  fullest  extent  possible,”  fol¬ 
low  certain  procedures  in  conducting 
their  activities.  For  example.  Section 
102(2)  (C)  requires  the  preparation  of 


““Administrative  Procedure  Act;  Legisla¬ 
tive  History,”  S.  Doc.  No.  248,  79th  Cong.,  2d 
Sess.,  at  276  (Report  of  the  House  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary)  (1946) . 

“/d.  at  212  (Senate  Judiciary  Committee 
Report) . 
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environmental  impact  statements  in  con¬ 
nection  with  “major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.” 

The  comts  have  described  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  mandates  of  Section 
101  and  102  in  terms  of  the  degree  of  dis¬ 
cretion  permitted.  Since  Section  102  re¬ 
quires  that  its  provisions  should  be  car¬ 
ried  out  “to  the  fullest  extent  i>ossible,” 
strict  adherence  thereto  is  required.  More 
flexibility  is  considered  implicit,  however, 
in  the  mandate  of  Section  101  “to  use  all 
practicable  means.”” 

To  date,  the  case  law  imder  NEPA  has 
primarily  involved  the  need  for,  the  pro¬ 
cedures  regarding,  and  the  adequacy  of, 
environmental  Impact  statements  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  102(2)  (C)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  “major  Federal  actions  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.”  Thus,  NEPA’s  import  re¬ 
mains  imclear  where,  as  here,  there  is 
no  major  federal  action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  environment,  and  any  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  would  only  be  indi¬ 
rect."  As  was  apth^  put  in  “City  of  New 
York  V.  United  States,”  337  F.  Supp.  150, 
159  (E.DJI.Y.,  1972) ,  NEPA  is 

a  relatively  new  statute  so  broad,  yet  opaque, 
that  It  will  take  even  longer  than  usual  fully 
to  comprehend  Its  Import. 

B.  The  effect  of  the  Act  on  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  disclosure  authority.  NEPA’s  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  Commission’s  authority  to  re¬ 
quire  disclosure  appears  to  turn  on  the 
meaning  of  Section  102(1),  which  re¬ 
quires  the  Commission  “to  the  fullest  ex¬ 
tent  possible”  to  interpret  and  administer 
the  federal  securities  laws  “in  accordance 
with  the  policies  set  forth  in  [NEPAL” 
One  possible  view  is  that  the  phrase 
“public  interest,”  as  it  appears  in  cer¬ 
tain  of  the  statutory  provisions  which 
establish  the  Commission’s  authority  to 
require  disclosure  by  registrants,  must 
be  interpreted  broadly  with  respect  to 
environmental  matters,  notwithstanding 
its  established  meaning,  discussed  supra. 
Section  n(B).  The  argiunent  continues 
that,  since  the  “policies”  of  NEPA  are  in 
effect  the  protection  of  the  environment, 
the  Commission  Is  authorized  to  require 
comprehensive  disclosure  by  registrants 
of  the  environmental  effects  of  their  busi¬ 
ness  activities  in  order  to  promote  the 
protection  of  the  environment,  regardless 
of  whether  such  disclosure  is  necessary  to 
permit  the  Commission  to  discharge  Its 
responsibilities  under  the  Securities  Act 
and  tile  Securities  Exchange  Act  or  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors.  Further,  since  Section 
102(1)  encompasses  the  “administration” 
of  federal  laws,  as  well  as  their  Interpre- 


*»  “Calvert  Cliffs’  Coordinating  Committee 
V.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,”  449  F.  2d 
1109,  1112  (CA.D.C.,  1971). 

*<Some  clarification  will  undoubtedly  re¬ 
sult  when  “Olfford-Hlll  &  Co..  Inc.  v.  Federal 
Trade  Commission,”  389  F.  Supp.  167  (D.D.C., 
1974),  is  resolved  on  appeal  (CAD.C.,  No. 
74-2024)  or  if  the  Supreme  Court  grants 
certiorari  in  "Scenic  Rivers  Assoclatkm  of  Ok¬ 
lahoma  V.  Lynn,” - F.  2d - ,  Nos.  74-1520 

and  74-1750  (CA.  10,  July  30,  1975)  and  con¬ 
siders  the  merits  of  that  case. 


tation,  the  Commission  is  required  to  ex¬ 
ercise  such  authority  “to  the  fullest  ex¬ 
tent  possible,”  as  well. 

We  believe  that  a  more  reasonable  in¬ 
terpretation  is  that  Section  102(1)  was 
intended  to  permit  and  require  agencies 
such  as  this  Commission  to  consider  en¬ 
vironmental  values  in  the  performance 
of  the  functions  authorized  under  their 
organic  statutes.”  First,  in  “Calvert  Cliffs’ 
Coordinating  Committee  v.  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission,”  supra,  the  court  ex¬ 
plained: 

Section  101  sets  forth  the  Act’s  basic  sub¬ 
stantive  policy:  that  the  federal  government 
‘use  all  practicable  means  and  measures’  to 
protect  environmental  values.  Ck>ngress  did 
not  establish  environmental  protection  as  an 
exclusive  goal;  rather,  it  desired  a  reordering 
of  priorities,  so  that  environmental  costs 
and  benefits  will  assume  their  proper  place 
along  with  other  considerations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Thus  the  general  substantive  policy  of  the 
Act  is  a  flexible  one.  It  leaves  room  for  a 
responsible  exercise  of  discretion  and  may 
not  require  particular  substantive  results  in 
particular  problematic  Instances. 

*  •  •  *  « 
Perhaps  the  greatest  importance  of  NEPA 
is  to  require  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
and  other  agencies  to  consider  environmen¬ 
tal  Issues  just  as  they  consider  other  matters 
within  their  mandates.  This  compulsion  is 
most  plainly  stated  in  Section  102. 

449  F.  2d  at  1112  (emphasis  in 
original) . 

Second,  it  seems  extremely  unlikely 
that  Congress  could  have  Intended,  with¬ 
out  specific  consideration  of  the  conse¬ 
quences,  Indiscriminately  to  propel  fed¬ 
eral  agencies  Into  substantive  environ¬ 
mental  programs  which  might  have  only 
the  most  superficial  coimection  with 
their  activities  under  their  organic 
statutes.  The  Conference  Report  on 
NEPA  explains  that 

the  language  in  section  102  is  intended  to 
assure  that  all  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  shall  comply  with  the  directives  set 
out  in  said  section  ‘to  the  fullest  extent  pos¬ 
sible’  under  their  statutory  authorizations 
and  that  no  agency  shall  utilize  an  exces¬ 
sively  narrow  construction  of  its  existing 
statutory  authorizations  to  avoid  compli¬ 
ance.** 


**We  reject  the  proposition,  advanced  in 
this  proceeding,  that  Section  102(2)  (F)  of 
NEPA,  which  directs  agencies  to  make  Irffor- 
mation  publicly  available  which  is  "usefiil 
in  restoring,  maintaining,  and  enhancing  the 
quality  of  the  environment,”  requires  or  per¬ 
mits  the  Commission  to  collect  such  lEffor- 
mation  from  issuers  of  securities  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  making  it  available  to  the  public 
and  other  agencies.  ‘The  legislative  history  of 
NEPA  makes  it  clear  that  the  provisions  of 
that  Section  relate  to  information  developed 
in  the  course  of  agency  activities  undertaken 
within  organic  authority.  It  does  not,  in  the 
Commission’s  view,  authorize  the  collection 
of  corporate  information  unrelated  to  in¬ 
vestor  protection  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
dissemination.  See  e.g.,  115  Cong.  Rec.  40420 
(December  20. 1969) . 

**  HR.  Rep.  No.  91-765,  01st  Cong.,  1st  Sess. 
at  10  (1969)  (emphasis  added).  ‘The  analysis 
of  conference  committee  changes  to  S.  1076 
(the  bill  which  ultimately  became  NEPA) 
was  inserted  in  the  Congressional  Record 
during  Senate  debate.  It  states  that  section 


And,  during  House  debates  on  NEPA, 
Representative  Aspinal  described  the  in¬ 
tended  effect  of  Section  102; 

Section  102  tells  the  agencies  to  foUow  to 
the  fullest  extent  possible  under  their  exist¬ 
ing  authority  the  procedures  required  to 
make  their  operations  consistent  with  the 
environmental  policy  established  in  this 
Act.« 

Thus,  in  “Gage  v.  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,”  479  F.  2d  1214,  1220  n.  19 
(C.A.D.C.,  1973) ,  the  court  stated: 

NEPA  does  not  mandate  action  which  goes 
beyond  the  agency’s  organic  Jurisdiction.** 

See  “Kitchen  v.  Federal  Commvmica- 
tions  Commission,”  464  F.  2d  801,  802 
(C.A.D.C.,  1972)  .*  See  also  the  pro¬ 
nouncement  of  Section  105  that 

(t]he  policies  and  goals  set  forth  in  [the 
Act]  are  supplementary  to  those  set  forth  in 
existing  authorizations  of  Federal  agencies. 

TTie  Conference  Report  on  NEPA 
explains; 

The  effect  of  this  section,  which  Is  a  slight¬ 
ly  revised  version  of  section  103  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  bill,  is  to  give  recognition  to  the  fact 
that  the  bill  does  not  repeal  existing  law. 
This  section  does  not,  however,  obviate  the 
requirement  that  the  Federal  agencies  con¬ 
duct  their  aclvltles  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  blU  imless  to  do  so  would 
clearly  violate  their  existing  statutory  au¬ 
thorizations.** 

Third,  the  broadest  interpretation  of 
Section  102(1)  would  result  in  disclosures 
which  are  the  equivalent  of  comprehen¬ 
sive  environmental  impact  statements  by 
most  large  corporations,  despite  the  Con¬ 
gressional  intent  refiected  in  Section 
102(2)  (C)  that  the  preparation  of  such 
statements  be  required  only  of  federal 
agencies,  and  then  only  those  contem¬ 
plating  major  federal  action. 

This  raises  a  question  having  broader 
implications.  NEPA  is  addressed  primar¬ 
ily,  if  not  wholly,  to  activities  of  the 
federal  government  which  have  an  im- 


102  was  designed  to  assure  consideration  of 
environmental  matters  by  all  agencies  In 
their  planning  and  decision  making— espe¬ 
cially  those  agencies  who  now  have  little  or 
no  legislative  authority  to  take  environmen¬ 
tal  considerations  Into  accoimt. 

115  Cong.  Rec.  40418  (December  20.  1969) 
(emphasis  added). 

”  115  Cong.  Rec.  40926  (December  22, 1969) 
(emphasis  added). 

**In  “Gage.”  the  question  Involved  was 
whether  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has 
authority  to  preclude  acquisition  of  land  by 
regulatees  In  contemplation  of  power  plant 
construction  but  prior  to  obtaining  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  from  that  agency. 

**  It  Is  suggested  in  “Calvert  Cliffs’  coordi¬ 
nating  Committee  v.  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,”  449  F.  2d  1109, 1112  (CA.D.C.,  1971) , 
that  a  major  Impetus  for  the  language  of 
Section  102(1)  was  the  holding  in  “State  of 
New  Hampshire  v.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,”  406  F.  2d  170  (CA.  1.  1969),  that  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion  of  the  nonradlologlcal  impact  of  power 
plants  which  it  might  license  was  outside  the 
sc(^e  of  Its  authority  to  consider  pubUc 
“health  and  safety.”  Significantly,  only  con¬ 
sideration  of.  environmental  values  within 
the  scope  of  that  Commission’s  traditional 
licensing  function  was  Involved  there. 

*“HR.  Rep.  No.  91-765,  supra  note  36,  at 
10  (emphasis  added). 
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pact  on  the  environment — as  is  recog¬ 
nized  in  the  case  law Other  statutes, 
federal  and  state,  seek  to  control  the 
environmental  impact  of  purely  private 
activities.  It  is,  of  course,  true  that  fed¬ 
eral  and  private  activities  may  interact 
to  such  a  degree  as  to  bring  the  private 
activities  within  the  scope  of  NEPA,  as 
where  a  federal  agency  licenses  a  private 
corporation  to  engage  in  an  activity 
which  directly  afifects  the  environment. 
But  something  more  is  sought  here.  The 
Commission,  of  course,  does  nothing 
which  directly  affects  the  environment, 
nor  does  it  license  or  authorize  anyone 
else  to  do  so.  It  is,  however,  contended 
that  the  Commission’s  disclosure  scheme, 
which  applies  to  almost  all  private  cor¬ 
porations  in  which  there  are  a  significant 
number  of  investors,  must  be  utilized  as 
a  weapon  to  influence,  if  not  control, 
most  of  the  activities  in  the  private  sec¬ 
tor  which  have  an  impact  on  the  envi¬ 
ronment.  Nowhere  in  ITOPA  is  there  any 
suggestion  of  an  intention  to  create  such 
a  wide  ranging  environmental  control 
over  the  private  sector.  Such  a  major 
purpose  would  hardly  have  gone  wholly 
xmmentioned.  This  does  not  mean  that 
NEPA  has  no  effect  on  the  Commission’s 
responsibilities,  but  it  does  mean  that 
the  purpose  of  the  disclosure  scheme  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Commission  has  not 
been  basically  changed  by  NEPA. 

Accordingly,  we  believe  that  NEPA  au¬ 
thorizes  and  requires  the  Commission  to 
consider  the  promotion  of  environmental 
protection  “along  with  other  considera¬ 
tions’’"  in  determining  whether  to  re¬ 
quire  affirmative  disclosing  by  regis¬ 
trants  under  the  Securities  Act  and  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act,  and,  although 
NEPA  does  not  require  any  specific  dis¬ 
closures,  as  such,  we  have  bera  required 
to  explain  the  alternatives  which  we  con¬ 
sidered  in  meeting  our  obligations  under 
NEPA  and  the  reasons  why  we  have  re¬ 
jected  substantial  alternatives,  in  suffi¬ 
cient  detail  to  permit  judicial  review.’® 


<^See  “Movement  Against  Destruction  v. 
Volpe,”  301  P.  Supp.  1360,  1383  <D.  Md.,  1973) 
(“Despite  the  breadth  of  the  NEPA,  its  ap¬ 
plication  is  only  to  the  decisionmaking 
processes  of  the  Federal  government.”); 
“Carolina  Action  v.  Simon,”  389  P.  Supp.  1244 

(M.D.N.C..  1975),  affirmed,  -  P.  2d  - , 

No.  75-1263  (CA.  4.  June  25.  1975)  (NEPA 
is  inapi^cable  to  federal  disbursements  of 
general  revenue  sharing  funds  despite  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  of  state  use  of  such 
funds):  “Civic  Improvement  Committee  v. 
Volpe,”  469  F.  2d  967,  968  (CA.  4,  1972) 
(“liesplte  the  breadth  of  the  NEPA  we  think 
there  are  doubtless  local  projects  that  may 
be  destructive  of  environmental  assets  that 
are  not  within  the  ambit  of  protection  of 
the  Act.”);  “United  States  v.  Stoeco  Homes, 
Inc.,”  498  P.  2d  697,  007  (CA.  3,  1974) 
(NEPA  does  not  apply  to  state  or  private 
activities) . 

«t“CsJvert  Cliffs’  Coordinating  Committee 
V.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,"  449  P.  2d 
1109, 1113  (CAJIX;.,  1971). 

"Natural  Resources  Defense  CouncU,  Inc. 
V.  SecurlUes  and  Exchange  CommisBlon,’*  389 
P.  Supp.  689,  701  (DJD.C.,  1974).  There  is  a 
recognised  distlnetion,  however,  between  the 
requirement  that  a  “ooDciae  general  state- 


C.  Environmental  disclosure  alterna¬ 
tives.  We  have  concluded,  as  discussed 
infra  Section  IV,  that  there  is  a  degree  of 
interest  among  some  investors  in  cor¬ 
porate  environmental  practices.  ’The 
basis  for  this  interest  is  claimed  to  be 
primarily  economic  In  nature :  it  is 
argued  that  non-compliance  with  en¬ 
vironmental  laws  may  result  in  extensive 
costs  or  liabilities;  that  the  ability  to 
avoid  environmental  problems  provides  a 
good  measure  of  management’s  overall 
quality;  and  that  corporate  environ¬ 
mental  responsibility  will,  in  the  long 
run,  determine  the  public  relations  and 
regulatory  framework  in  which  a  com¬ 
pany  operates.  It  also  is  claimed  that 
such  investors  would  use  relevant  en¬ 
vironmental  information  primarily  in 
voting  rather  than  in  investment 
decisions. 

The  major  alternatives  proposed  in 
the  proceeding  by  which  the  Commission 
could  protect  the  interests  of  these  in¬ 
vestors  are  to  require:  (1)  comprehen¬ 
sive  disclosure  of  the  environmental  ef¬ 
fects  of  corporate  activities,  (2)  disclo¬ 
sure  of  corporate  noncompliance  with 
applicable  environmental  standards,  (3) 
disclosure  of  all  pending  environmental 
litigation,  (4)  disclosure  of  general  cor¬ 
porate  environmental  policy,  and  (5) 
disclosure  of  all  capital  expenditures  and 
expenses  for  environmental  purposes. 

We  reject  the  first  of  these,  proposed 
by  the  Natural  Resources  Defense  Coun¬ 
cil,  for  a  number  of  reasons.  First,  the 
interest  among  investors  that  may  exist 
appears  to  be  primarily  in  whether  cor¬ 
porations  are  acting  in  an  environmen¬ 
tally  unacceptable  manner,  rather  than 
in  whether,  and  to  what  extent,  corpo¬ 
rations  have  gone  beyond  what  is  ex- 
liected  of  them  in  this  area.  Second,  un¬ 
less  existing  environmental  standards 
may  be  used  as  a  reference  point,  both 
the  costs  to  registrants  and  the  admin¬ 
istrative  burdens  Involved  In  the  pro¬ 
posed  disclosure  would  be  excessive. 
There  appears  to  be  no  established,  uni¬ 
form  method  by  which  the  environmen¬ 
tal  effects  of  corporate  practices  may  be 
comprehensively  described.  Nor  does 
there  appear  to  be  scientific  agreement 
as  to  the  harmfulness  to  the  environ¬ 
ment  of  many  activities.  It  appears, 
therefore,  that  the  proposed  disclosures 
would  be  extremely  voluminous,  subjec¬ 
tive  and  costiy  to  all  concerned.  They 
also  would  not  lend  themselves  to  com¬ 
parisons  of  different  companies,  which  is 
of  great  importance  to  investors  since 
invMtment  decisions  essentially  involve 
a  choice  between  competing  investment 
alternatives. 

MiMwver,  there  appears  to  be  virtually 
no  direct  investor  interest  In  voluminous 


ment  ...  of  basis  and  purpose”  accompany 
rules  adopted  by  an  agency,  6  DAU.  663(c) , 
and  the  requirement  that  “a  brief  statement 
of  reasons”  accompany  the  denial  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  rulemaking,  6  UA-C.  666(e).  The 
latter  Is,  with  minor  exceptions,  unreview- 
able.  See  “Administrative  Procedure  Act: 
Legislative  History,”  supra  note  32  at  201 
(Senate  Judiciary  Committee  Report). 


information  of  this  type.  Proponents, 
apparently  conceding  this,  suggest  that 
the  disclosures  be  contained  in  docu¬ 
ments  which  are  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sitwi  but  which  are  not  furnished  directly 
to  Investors.  They  claim  that  analysts 
will  study  the  materials  and  report 
their  conclusions  to  investors  in  some 
meaningful,  understandable  form.  This 
would  merely  substitute  the  opinions  of 
such  analysts,  however,  for  the  stand¬ 
ards  established  by  and  pursuant  to  fed¬ 
eral  environmental  legislation.  And  al¬ 
though  diversity  of  viewpoint  may  be 
generally  desirable,  we  have  concluded 
that  the  additional  costs  and  burdens 
necessary  to  achieve  such  diversity  In 
this  area  greatly  outweigh  resulting 
benefits  to  investors  and  to  the  environ¬ 
ment,  discused  infra.  Section  IV(D).“ 

’The  second  alternative,  however, 
seems  to  hold  more  promise.  Pursuant  to 
federal  environmental  statutes,  most 
corporations  are  presently  required  to 
monitor  and  file  quantitive  reports, 
which  are  publicly  available,  r^arding 
many  aspects  of  their  activities  which 
affect  the  environment.  In  addition,  the 
types  of  activities  subject  to  such  re¬ 
quirements  continue  to  expand." 

Certain  types  of  non-compliance  with 
applicable  environmental  requirements 
may  be  material  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Commission’s  existing  rules.  17 
CPR  230.405(1),  230.408,  240,12b-20,  and 
240.14a-9(a).  Disclosure  of  such  infor¬ 
mation  is  already  required."  But  while 


«The  Commission  could  presumably  at¬ 
tempt  to  develop  Its  own  environmental 
guidelines  and  standards  In  order  to  elimi¬ 
nate  these  difficulties.  As  difficult  as  it  Is  to 
accept  this  type  of  reasoning.  It  follows  from 
the  excessively  broad  and  overly-llteral  ap¬ 
proach  urged  upon  us  and  the  district  court 
by  the  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council. 
Of  course,  the  costs  Involved  In  any  such 
undertaking  would  be  prohibitive.  Moreover, 
in  light  of  the  Congressional  delegation  of 
responsibUlty  in  this  area  to  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  and  the  CouncU 
on  Environmental  Quality,  any  such  effort  on 
oxir  part  would  be  duplicative  and  of  ques¬ 
tionable  propriety. 

“The  history  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Act,  33  UA.C.  1261,  et  seq.,  pro¬ 
vides  an  example  of  this  process  of  expansion. 
The  initial  enactment,  the  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act  of  1948,  62  Stat.  1166,  has  under¬ 
gone  significant  enlargement  through 
aemndments  In  1966  (the  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act  Amendment  of  1966,  70  Btat. 
498),  1965  (the  Water  Quality  Act  of  1965,  79 
Stat.  903),  1970  (the  Water  Quality  Improve¬ 
ment  Act  of  1970,  84  Stat.  91)  and,  most 
comprehensively.  In  1972  (the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  Amendments  of  1972, 
86  Stat.  816). 

“Rule  406  (1)  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  provides:  The  term  ‘material,’  when  used 
to  qualify  a  requirement  for  the  furnishing 
of  Information  as  to  any  subject,  limits 
the  Information  required  to  those  matters  as 
to  which  an  average  prudent  Investor  ought 
reasonably  to  be  Informed  before  purchasing 
the  security  registered. 

Rule  408  provides:  In  addition  to  the  in¬ 
formation  expressly  required  to  be  Included 
in  a  registration  statement,  there  shall  be 
added  such  further  material  information,  if 
any,  as  may  be  necessary  to  make  the  re- 
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the  disclosure  of  non-material  informa¬ 
tion  is  generally  not  required  for  reasons 
discussed  supra.  Section  n(B),  adding 
the  promotion  of  environmental  protec¬ 
tion  to  the  other  factors  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  the  administration  of 
the  disclosure  process  causes  a  different 
balance  to  be  struck  here. 

Accordingly,  we  have  today  proposed 
for  comment  amendments  to  certain 
registration  forms  under  the  Securities 
Act  and  certain  registration  and  report¬ 
ing  forms  and  rules  14a-3  and  14c-3 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  which 
would,  where  applicable,  require  a  regis¬ 
trant  to  provide  as  an  exhibit  to  certain 
documents  filed  with  the  Commission  a 
list  of  the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed 
environmental  compliance  reports 
which  indicate  that  the  registrant  has 
failed  to  satisfy,  at  any  time  within  the 
previous  twelve  months,  environmental 
standards  established  pursuant  to  a  fed¬ 
eral  statute.  In  addition,  the  proposed 
amendments  would,  except  for  purposes 
of  Forms  10  and  12  under  the  Ex¬ 
change  Act,_  require  the  registrant  to 
imdertake  promptly  to  provide  to  in¬ 
vestors  copies  of  the  reports  listed,  upon 
written  request  and  the  payment  of  a 
specified  reasonable  fee.  Under  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments,  investors  who  are 
interested  in  such  information  should  be 
able  to  obtain  it  in  connection  with  mak¬ 
ing  investment  or  voting  decisions. 

The  third  alternative,  disclosure  of  all 
pending  environmental  litigation,  has 
been  rejected.  The  existing  environ¬ 
mental  disclosure  requirements,  adopted 
in  Securities  Act  Release  No.  5386, 
(April  20,  1973),  call  for  disclosure  with 
resnect  to  certain  administrative  and 
judicial  proceedings  arising  under  fed¬ 
eral,  state,  or  local  provisions  regu¬ 
lating  the  discharge  of  materials  into  the 
environment  or  otherwise  relating  to 
the  protection  of  the  environment.  All 
environmental  proceedings  initiated  by  a 
government  authority  are  treated  as 
being  material  and  are  already  required 
to  be  disclosed.  Those  proceedings 
which  are  similar  in  nature,  however, 
may  be  grouped  and  described  gener- 
Ically,  Nongovernmental  civil  actions 
primarily  for  damages  must  be  disclosed 
only  if  the  amounts  involved,  in¬ 
dividually  or  in  the  aggregate,  exclusive 
or  interest  and  costs,  exceed  10% 


qulred  statements,  in  the  light  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  are  made, 
not  misleading. 

Rule  12b-20  under  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  is  worded  substantially  the  same 
as  Rule  408  above. 

Rule  14a-9(a)  provides:  No  solicitation 
subject  to  this  regulation  shall  be  made  by 
means  of  any  proxy  statement,  form  of  proxy, 
notice  of  meeting  or  other  communica¬ 
tion,  written  or  oral,  containing  any  state¬ 
ment  which,  at  the  time  and  in  the  light  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  It  is 
made,  is  false  or  misleading  with  respect  to 
any  material  fact,  or  which  omits  to  state 
any  material  fact  necessary  in  order  to  make 
the  statements  therein  not  false  or  mislead¬ 
ing  or  necessary  to  correct  any  statement 
in  any  earlier  communication  with  respect  to 
the  solicitation  of  a  proxy  for  the  same  meet¬ 
ing  or  subject  matter  which  has  become 
false  or  misleading. 


of  the  current  assets  of  the  registrant 
and  its  subsidiaries  on  a  consolidated 
basis. 

In  Securities  Act  Release  No.  5386 
(April  20,  1973)  these  requirements, 
which  go  beyond  those  applicable  to  legal 
proceedings  regarding  nonenvironmen- 
tal  matters,  were  adopted  pursuant  to 
NEPA.  In  our  view,  expanding  these  re¬ 
quirements  further  to  include  all  non¬ 
governmental  proceedings  would  not  pro¬ 
vide  meaningful  information  to  investors. 
Nor  are  we  convinced  that  it  would  con¬ 
tribute  significantly  to  the  protection  of 
the  environment.  There  appears  to  be  no 
method  by  which  to  screen  out  nongov¬ 
ernmental  actions  which  are  substan¬ 
tially  without  merit  or  to  ascertain 
whether  any  damages  sought  have  been 
substantially  inflated.  Thus,  we  have 
concluded  that  additional  requirements 
are  unwarranted. 

We  have  also  rejected  the  fourth  and 
fifth  alternatives.  A  requirement  that 
registrants  disclose  their  environmental 
policy  would  result  in  subjective  disclo¬ 
sures  largely  incapable  of  vertiflcation 
and  highly  susceptible  to  public-relations 
presentations.  Similarly,  we  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  capital  expenditures  and  ex¬ 
penses  for  environmental  purposes  gen¬ 
erally  serve  as  a  meaningful  index  of  cor¬ 
porate  environmental  practices.  To  the 
extent  they  are  material,  they  are  al¬ 
ready  required  to  be  disclosed,  although 
some  changes  in  our  requirements  have 
been  proposed  to  ensure  uniformity.  In 
any  event,  they  are  a  function  of  a  num¬ 
ber  of  factors,  including  the  extent  to 
which  the  corporation’s  activities  have 
significant  effects  on  the  environment  or 
have  in  the  past  been  subjected  to  en- 
.vironmental  controls.  Moreover,  we  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  disclosures  which  we  have 
proposed  today  would  provide  more 
meaningful  and  complete  information  in 
this  regard.  We  will,  however,  continue 
to  reevaluate  the  need  for  further  dis¬ 
closure  requirements  from  time  to  time 
as  our  experience  with  disclosure  in  this 
area  increases. 

rv.  Investor  Interest  In  and  U.se  of 
Social  Disclosure 

As  discussed  supra.  Section  I,  two  of 
the  issues  with  which  Judge  Richey  indi¬ 
cated  concern  are  the  extent  of  investor 
interest  is  disclosure  by  corporations  of 
the  environmental  impact  of  their  activi¬ 
ties  and  of  their  equal  employment  prac¬ 
tices,  and  the  avenues  open  to  interested 
investors  to  eliminate  corporate  prac¬ 
tices  inimical  to  the  environment  and 
equal  employment  opportunity.  We  have 
serious  reservations  as  to  whether  Com¬ 
mission  rulemaking  can  be  premised 
upon  an  attempt  to  quantify  investor  in¬ 
terest,  but  we  have  attempted  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  spirit  of  the  court’s  sug¬ 
gestion." 


"The  Commission  has  provided,  for  the 
court’s  convenience,  a  copy  of  certain  analy¬ 
ses  of  the  proceeding  prepared  by  the  staff 
to  assist  us  in  reviewing  the  various  submis¬ 
sions.  We  point  out,  however,  that  the  actual 
submissions  received  in  the  proceeding,  and 
not  these  staff  analyses,  form  the  basis  of 
the  Commission’s  conclusion  described 
herein. 


A.  The  Extent  of  Investor  Interest. 
Taking  the  representations  of  the  par¬ 
ticipants  in  the  proceeding  at  face  value, 
the  least  subjective  indications  of  in¬ 
vestor  interest  in  social  information  are 
the  stated  views  of  the  approximately  100 
participants  identifying  themselves  as 
investors  who  consider  social  informa¬ 
tion  Important.  These  persons  consti¬ 
tute,  however,  an  insignificant  percent¬ 
age  of  the  estimated  30  million  U.S, 
shareholders."  Furthermore,  although 
many  did  not  identify  their  investment 
portfolios,  the  holdings  of  those  who 
did"  constitute  approximately  %  of  1% 
of  the  estimated  aggregate  value  of  the 
common  and  preferred  stock  and  corpo¬ 
rate  bonds  held  in  this  country  at  the  end 
of  1974.“ 

A  second  indication  of  the  extent  to 
which  social  concerns  enter  into  the  in¬ 
vestment  decisions  of  presumably  small, 
individual  investors  may  be  foimd  in  the 
experience  of  the  mutual  furds  which 
have  been  formed  with  specific  social 
objectives.  In  1971,  four  such  funds  were 
created:  Dreyfus  Third  Century  Fund, 
Pax  World  Fund,  First  Spectrum  Fund, 
and  Social  Dimensions  Fund.  Of  these, 
Dreyfus  and  Pax  have  assets  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $18  million  and  $.6  million,  re¬ 
spectively.®’  First  Spectrum,  which  re¬ 
ported  net  assets  of  $13,840  on  June  30, 
1974,  and  described  itself  as  “inactive,” 
was  deregistered  on  September  24,  1974 
(Investment  Company  Act  Release  No. 
8517).  Social  Dimensions  Fund  filed  a 
registration  statement  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  1971,  but  that  statement  never 
became  effective.  Although  the  Fimd  has 
not  been  deregistered,  it  is  currently  re¬ 
porting  no  assets.  Significantly,  the  total 
assets  of  these  funds  represent  an  insig¬ 
nificant  povtion  of  the  estimated  total 
value  of  open-end  investment  company 
shares  held  in  this  countrv  at  the  end  of 
1974,  approximately  $35  billion.®* 
Unfortunately  there  was  no  broad 
participation  by  financial  institutions  in 
the  proceeding.  There  are  indirect  indi¬ 
cations,  however,  that  the  social  policies 
of  corporations  are  considered  as  “in¬ 
vestment  issues”  by  some  institutional 
investors.  The  policy  statements  of  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Investment  Company  In¬ 
stitute  “  and  the  American  Bankers 


See  testimony  of  the  National  Investor 
Relations  Institute,  May  13,  1975,  Transcript 
at  2454. 

'"The  holdings  represented  Investments  of 
approximately  seven  foundations,  22  religious 
Institutions,  11  educational  Institutions, 
two  mutual  funds,  five  environmental  groups, 
37  Individual  Investors,  and  one  state,  Minne¬ 
sota.  which  holds  primarily  short-term  notes. 

“See  Division  of  Research  and  Statistics, 
Federal  Reserve  System,  “Flow  of  Funds, 
Assets  and  Liabilities  Outstanding  1974,’’ 
(May,  1976).  Based  upon  that  study,  at  year 
end  1974  approximately  $660  billion  In  com¬ 
mon  and  preferred  stock  (exclusive  of  open- 
end  Investment  company  shares)  and  ap¬ 
proximately  $290  billion  In  corporate  bonds 
were  held  In  the  United  States. 

Both  participated  In  the  proceeding. 

““Flow  of  Funds,  Assets  and  Liabilities,” 
supra  note  50. 

“Investment  Company  Institute,  “Corpo¬ 
rate  Responsibility  and  Mutual  Funds”  (un¬ 
dated),  submitted  as  an  exhibit  during  the 
testimony  of  Central  Presbyterian  Church, 
New  York;  File  S7-551-1A  at  tab  20. 
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Association,  Trust  Division,”  as  well  as 
the  written  comment  of  the  Financial 
Analysts  Federation,*  are  to  this  effect. 
Of  similar  import  are  the  responses  of 
banks  and  mutual  funds  to  the  survey 
reported  in  the  “Ford  Report,”  and  an 
even  greater  degree  of  interest  was  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  responses  of  religious  and 
educational  institutions.*  In  addition,  at 
least  six  organizations  have  been  formed 
to  provide  social  information  to  a  wide 
range  of  institutional  investors.®' 

As  discussed  below,  most  participants 
in  the  proceeding  who  expressed  interest 
as  investors  in  social  disclosure  stated 
that  they  would  use  such  information  in 
determining  how  to  vote  their  proxies 
or  otherwise  to  act  to  influence  manage¬ 
ment  policies,  rather  than  to  make  in¬ 
vestment  decisions.  In  this  regard,  we 
note  that  certain  social  shareholder  pro¬ 
posals  that  appear  to  have  social  impli¬ 
cations  have  received  an  average  of  from 
2  to  3%  of  the  vote  in  recent  years  and 
that  corporations  have  apparently  not 
received  a  significant  number  of  social 
inquiries  from  their  shareholders.  We 
also  note  that  76%  of  the  large  corpora¬ 
tions  which  responded  to  a  survey  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Committee  for  Economic 
Development  indicated  that  they  had  un¬ 
dertaken  some  t3T>e  of  social  audit." 

Finally,  while  the  social  views  ex¬ 
pressed  by  public  interest  groups  and  re¬ 
ligious  institutions  might  be  indicative  of 
the  views  of  some  portion  of  their  mem¬ 
bership,  and  while  national  social  poli¬ 
cies,  as  reflected  in  federal  or  uniform 
state  legislation,  might  also  be  indicative 
of  the  views  of  United  States  citizens, 


**  Executive  Committee  of  the  Trust  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  American  Bankers  Association, 
“Statement  of  Principles  for  the  Guidance  of 
Bank  Fiduciaries  in  Dealing  With  Issues  of 
Corporate  Social  Responsibility,”  (February 
4, 1973) ;  PUe  S7-«61-l  at  1775. 

Letter  dated  May  13,  1975  from  Theodore 
B.  Dilley,  President  of  Financial  Analysts 
Federation,  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission; 
File  S7-651-1  at  3173. 

■*B.  Longstreth  ft  H.  Rosenbloom,  “Cor¬ 
porate  Social  Responsibility  and  the  Institu¬ 
tional  Investor — A  Report  to  the  Ford  Foun¬ 
dation”  (1973)  I  hereinafter  the  “Ford  Re¬ 
port”).  Many  participants  in  the  proceeding 
cited  the  result  of  the  Ford  Foundation  sur¬ 
vey  as  evidence  that  there  was  substantial 
Interest  in  obtaining  and  using  social  infor¬ 
mation  among  institutional  investors. 

J.  Simon,  C.  Powers  &  J.  Gunneman,  “The 
Ethical  Investor,  Universities  and  Corporate 
Responsibility”  (1972),  was  also  relied  on  by 
disclosure  proponents  as  evidence  of  investor 
interest.  It  should  be  noted,  however,  that 
that  work  reports  primarily  the  opinions  of 
its  authors  and  is  not  based  on  any  survey 
or  study  of  investors. 

"  They  Include  Catholic  Church  Investment 
for  Corporate  Social  Responsibility;  CouncU 
on  Economic  Priorities;  New  Yoric  Forum  for 
Investment  Responsibility;  Inform;  Inter- 
faith  Center  for  Corporate  Responsibility; 
and  Investm:  ResponslbUlty  Research  Center, 
Inc. 

“  J.  Corson  ft  G.  Steiner,  “Measuring  Busi¬ 
ness's  Social  Performance;  The  Corporate  So¬ 
cial  Audit”  at  24  (1974).  Comment  received 
from  a  number  of  participants  also  revealed 
that  the  accounting  profession  is  devoting 
substantial  efforts  to  development  of  tech¬ 
niques  for  measinrement  of  social  factors. 


whether  these  views  are  or  would  lie  re¬ 
flected  in  decisions  to  purchase,  hold,  or 
sell  securities  is  highly  speculative  and  a 
conclusory  leap  we  are  not  prepared  to 
make  on  the  basis  of  this  proceeding. 

While  the  proceeding  was  given  consid¬ 
erable  publicity,"  no  one  was  required  to 
respond  and  the  number  who  did  so  was 
relatively  small,  considering  the  fact  that 
investors  number  in  the  millions.  Pre¬ 
sumably  only  those  with  a  strong  interest 
took  the  trouble  to  respond,  although 
there  are  probably  many  more  with  some 
interest.  On  the  other  hand,  many,  pre¬ 
sumably,  had  little  or  no  interest  in  these 
particular  matters.  This  does  not  appear 
to  be  a  matter  which  could  be  resolved 
by  any  feasible  statistical  survey.  Inves¬ 
tors,  like  other  Americans,  have  a  great 
variety  of  interests  and  concerns,  which 
are  held  with  varying  degrees  of  inten¬ 
sity  and  in  accordance  with  a  variety  of 
personal  priorities.  Moreover,  the  results 
of  smy  such  survey  might  rapidly  become 
outdated  in  light  of  the  shifting  and  fluc¬ 
tuating  nature  of  public  opinion  and  ttie 
focus  of  popular  attention  from  time  to 
time. 

Although  there  appears  to  b(!  a  degree 
of  interest  among  some  investors  in  mat¬ 
ters  of  social  concern,  any  conclusions 
we  might  draw  from  the  proceeding 
would  be  largely  based  upon  inferences, 
previously  discussed.  The  reliability  of 
these  inferences  as  indicative  of  actual 
investor  interest  in  social  matters  is 
xmcertain.  For  example,  the  motivations 
underlsdng  policy  statements  and  limited 
flnancial  support  for  social  research  or¬ 
ganizations  are  not  always  clear.  It  is 
also  apparent  that  shareholder  support 
for  social  proposals  is  in  part  a  result 
of  the  specific  wording  involved.  Finally, 
a  niunber  of  participants  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  have  cautioned  the  Commission 
against  measuring  the  extent  of  investor 
interest  without  giving  some  weight  to 
the  possibility  that  once  social  informa¬ 
tion  becomes  available.  Investors  will 
realize  its  importance  and  become  in¬ 
terested.  That  is,  of  course,  no  less  spec¬ 
ulative  than  any  of  the  foregoing. 

The  Commission’s  experience  over  the 
years  in  proposing  and  framing  disclo¬ 
sure  requirements  has  not  led  it  to  ques¬ 
tion  the  basic  decision  of  the  Congress 
that,  insofar  as  investing  is  concerned, 
the  primary  interest  of  investors  is  ec¬ 
onomic.  After  all.  the  principal,  if  not 
the  only,  reason  why  people  invest  their 
money  in  securities  is  to  obtain  a  retvim. 
A  variety  of  other  motives  axe  probably 
present  in  the  Investment  decisions  of 
numerous  investors  but  the  only  com¬ 
mon  thread  is  the  hope  for  a  satisfactory 
return,  and  it  is  to  this  that  a  disclosure 
scheme  intended  to  be  useful  to  all  must 
be  primarily  addressed. 

B.  The  Nature  of  Investor  Interest. 
Those  investor-participants  who  sup¬ 
ported  social  disclosure  were  virtually 
imanlmous  in  stating  that,  contrary,  to 
implications  in  Release  No.  5569,  environ¬ 
mental.  equal  employment,  or  other  so¬ 
cial  information  is  in  fact  economically 


■*See  Notes  5-10  supra  and  accompanying 
text. 


signiflcant.  These  persons  sugge3ted  a 
variety  of  rationales,  including;  (1) 
noncompliance  with  environmental, 
equal  employment,  and  similar  laws  could 
lead  to  extensive  corporate  costs  or  li¬ 
abilities;  (2)  the  ability  to  avoid  suc’.i 
problems  provides  an  index  to  manage¬ 
ment’s  overall  quality;  and  (3)  in  the 
long  run,  corporate  social  responsibility 
determines  the  public  relations  and  reg¬ 
ulatory  framework  in  which  a  company 
operates."  Relatively  few  investor-parti¬ 
cipants  expressed  on  noneconomic 
grounds. 

To  the  extent  that  other  indications 
suggest  the  basis  of  investor  interest  in 
social  disclosure,  they  seem  of  similar 
import.  The  policy  statements  of  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Investment  Company  In¬ 
stitute  and  the  American  Bankers  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Trust  Division,  and  the  comment 
of  the  Financial  Analysts  Federation,  are 
grounded  in  these  concerns."  The  results 
of  the  survey  reported  in  the  “Ford  Re¬ 
port”  reflect  similar  concerns  on  the 
part  of  banks,  insurance  companies  and 
mutual  fimds."  And  although  some  re¬ 
ligious  and  educational  institutions  may 
have  noneconomic  concerns  as  well,  se¬ 
rious  questions  exist  as  to  whether  other 
institutions  which  act  essentially  in  a 
flduciary  capacity  may  attempt  to  pro¬ 
mote  particiilar  social  views  without  spe¬ 
cific  authorization  from  the  beneflclarles 
whom  they  serve.  Further,  it  seems  prob¬ 
able  that  corporate  Interest  In  social 
responsibility  is  primarily  grounded  in 
long-term  economic  well  being. 

C.  The  use  of  social  information  by  In¬ 
vestors.  The  majority  of  those  Investor- 
participants  who  explained  the  use  to 
which  they  might  put  social  information 
indicated  that  su^  information  might 
play  a  role  in  voting  on  shareholder  pro¬ 
posals.  A  lesser  number  indicated  that 
such  data  would  be  taken  into  account 
in  determining  what  securities  to  pur¬ 
chase,  hold  or  sell.  Many  of  the  religious 
institutions  stated  that  such  informa¬ 
tion  would  be  used  in  deciding  whether 
to  commence  correspondence  or  nego¬ 
tiations  with  management  to  persuade  it 
to  change  some  policy. 

Some  of  the  other  indications  of  in¬ 
vestor  interest  referred  to  above  suggest 
that  social  disclosures  would  be  used  both 
for  investment  and  voting  purposes." 
Of  some  import,  however,  is  the  fact  that 
Investor  Responsibility  Research  Center, 
apparently  one  of  the  more  established 
social  research  organizations,  devotes  a 
substantial  amount  of  its  efforts  to  anal- 


■0  In  “National  Association  for  the  Ad¬ 
vancement  of  Colored  People  v.  Federal  Power 
Commission,”  F.  2d  No.  75-1959 

(CAJl.C.,  1975),  the  court  acknowldged: 

In  the  long  run.  after  all,  the  most  efficient, 
lowest-cost  production  and  distribution  of 
electricity  and  natural  gas  will  be  that  which 
is  conducted  in  compliance  with  the  laws, 
employment  discrimination  laws  and  other 
'  laws  alike. 

Slip  Op.  at  26. 

See  notes  53-55  supra. 

See  note  56  supra. 

«See  e.g.,  “Corporate  Reqtonslblllty  and 
Mutual  Ftmds,"  supra  note  63  and  “State¬ 
ment  of  Principles  for  the  Guidance  of  Bank 
Fiduciaries,”  supra  note  54. 
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ysis  of  shareholder  proposals.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  views  of  public  interest  groups 
and  religious  institutions  and  national 
social  policies  seem  more  likely  to  be  re¬ 
flected  generally  in  voting  decisions  since 
any  economic  consequences  are  only 
indirect. 

At  this  time,  therefore,  it  appears 
that  those  investors  who  are  interested 
in  social  disclosure  would  use  the  infor¬ 
mation  more  in  rflaking  voting  rather 
than  investnient  decisions. 

D.  Avenues  available  to  interested  in¬ 
vestors  to  affect  corporate  social  prac¬ 
tices.  Participants  in  the  proceeding  sug¬ 
gested  a  variety  of  course  through  which 
shareholders  may  influence  corporate 
social  behavior,  including  shareholder 
proposals,  political  action,  discussions 
with  management,  refusals  to  purchase 
securities,  and  publicity.  It  was  pointed 
out,  however,  tiiat  the  effectiveness  of 
discussions  with  management  often  de¬ 
pends  on  the  number  of  shares  owned, 
and  that  refusals  to  purchase  are  gener¬ 
ally  ineffective  without  publicity  and 
support  of  a  significant  number  of  in¬ 
vestors.  The  effectiveness  of  such  tactics 
appears  to  depend  on  the  particular 
circumstances  involved  and  does  not 
readily  lend  itself  to  generalization. 

Many  participants  in  the  proceeding 
suggested,  however,  that  environmental 
disclosures  would  have  no  impact  on 
corporate  behavior  because  existing  en¬ 
vironmental  statutes  already  provide  a 
sufficient  incentive  to  avoid  environ¬ 
mental  injury,  because  companies  are 
already  required  to  monitor  many  as¬ 
pects  of  their  environmental  practices 
and  to  file  public  compliance  reports 
with  various  state  and  federal  environ¬ 
mental  agencies,  and  because  instances 
of  significant  environmental  degradation 
already  are  widely  publicized.  Certain 
participants  even  suggested  that  Com¬ 
mission  disclosure  requirements  would 
detract  from  the  goal  of  environmental 
protection  by  requiring  firms  to  divert 
resources  from  environmental  protection 
to  environmental  disclosure. 

Nonetheless,  it  appears  that  disclosure 
to  investors  of  information  reflecting 
corporate  compliance  with  existing  en¬ 
vironmental  standards  might  have  some 
Indirect  effect  on  corporate  practices  to 
the  benefit  of  the  environment.  It  seems 
clear  that  investors  do  not  at  present 
have  ready  access  to  objective  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  environmental  prac¬ 
tices  of  corporations.  And  although  the 
relevant  compliance  reports  are  reason¬ 
ably  accessible  to  inhabitants  of  the  lo¬ 
calities  most  directly  affected  by  such 
practices,  there  is  presently  no  single 
governmental  source  to  which  an  in¬ 
vestor  can  look  for  the  environmental 
reports  filed  by  a  company. 

Given  the  fact  that  there  is  a  degree 
of  interest  among  some  investors  in  in¬ 
formation  regarding  corporate  environ¬ 
mental  practices,  we  conclude  that  the 
availability  of  such  information  may  re¬ 
sult  in  some  investor  or  shareholder 
action.  Participants  in  the  proceeding 
pointed  out  that  the  submission  of  and 
voting  on  socially-oriented  shareholder 
proposals  has  often  caused  a  corporation 


to  alter  its  behavior  even  though  the 
proposals  are  defeated  by  a  wide  margin. 
Many  participants  also  believe  that  dis¬ 
closure  requirements  would  serve  to 
focus  management  attention  on  environ¬ 
mental  issues  and  result  in  clearer  recog¬ 
nition  of  the  future  costs  and  legal 
problems  associated  with  environmental 
degradation."  Further,  the  Wheat  Re¬ 
port,  a  comprehensive  study  of  the  dis¬ 
closure  process  administered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  states  in  this  regard: 

Although  basically  Intended  to  Inform, 
the  disclosure  provisions  of  the  early  Acts 
were  expected  to  accomplish  more.  Their 
principal  architects  were  disciples  of  Justice 
Brandeis  who.  In  1913,  made  the  famous 
observation  In  “Other  People’s  Money”  that: 

“Publicity  Is  Justly  commended  as  a  remedy 
for  social  and  Industrial  diseases.  Sunlight  Is 
said  to  be  the  best  of  disinfectants.  .  .  .” 

The  fact  that  there  Is  a  significant  degree 
of  truth  in  such  observations  Is  attested  by 
all  who  have  worked  with  the  disclosure  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  ’33  and  ’34  Acts.  'The  registra¬ 
tion  process  has  sometimes  been  referred  to 
as  a  housecleanlng:  one  of  Its  most  valuable 
consequences  is  the  elimination  of  conflicts 
of  interest  and  questionable  business  prac¬ 
tices  which,  exposed  to  public  view,  have 
what  Justice  Frankfurter  once  termed  “a 
shrinking  quality.”  “ 

Having  thus  attempted  fully  to  meet 
the  expressed  concerns  of  Judge  Richey 
in  these  regards,  we  proceed  to  recon¬ 
sideration  of  our  previous  denial  of  the 
equal  employment  portion  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  of  the  Natural  Resources  Defense 
Council. 

V.  Disclosure  of  Information  Relevant 

TO  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 

AND  Other  Matters  of  Social  Concern 

By  petition  dated  June  7,  1971,  the 
Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  and 
the  Project  on  Corporate  Responsibility 
requested  the  Commission  to  modify  its 
forms  for  the  registration  of  securities 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  to  re¬ 
quire:  (1)  That  certain  registrants  dis¬ 
close  "a  breakdown,  in  conformity  with 
Consolidated  Employer  Information  Re¬ 
ports  EEO-1,  showing  the  figures  and 
percentages  of  minority  or  female  em¬ 
ployment  in  each  of  [nine  specified  job 
categories!”;®*  and  (2)  that  all  regis¬ 
trants  disclose  information 


“Significantly,  the  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality  Is  among  those  who  advance 
this  proposition. 

«=  “Disclosure  to  Investors,  A  Reappraisal  of 
Administrative  Policy  Under  the  1933  and 
1934  Acts”  (1969)  at  60-51  (footnotes 
omitted). 

“*  Petition  at  5;  File  No.  4-179.  ’The  petition 
would  make  this  requirement  applicable  only 
to  registrants  which  miist  file  form  EEO-1 
with  the  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission,  and  which  “make  disclosures  In 
reports  to  stockholders  or  employees  or  other 
public  announcements  .  .  .  as  to  their  hiring 
of  minority  group  or  female  employees.”  Peti¬ 
tion  at  5.  However,  In  Its  Statement  of 
April  10,  1975,  at  6A-7A  (Pile  No.  S7-561-1A 
at  tab  1),  in  this  proceeding,  the  Natural 
Resources  Defense  Council  restated  Its  pro¬ 
posal  In  a  form  which  would  require  all 
registrants  obligated  to  file  EEO-1  Employer 
Information  reports  with  the  EEOC  to  dis¬ 
close  the  EEO-1  statistics  In  Securities  Act 
and  Securities  Exchange  Act  filings. 


concerning  any  proceedings  In  any  court  or 
before  any  agency  challenging  compliance  by 
registrant  or  any  subsidiary  with  the  federal 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Act  or  rais¬ 
ing  questions  as  to  registrants  compliance 
with  Executive  Order  11246  relating  to  dis¬ 
criminatory  hiring  practices  by  employers 
contracting  with  the  federal  government." 

It  was  also  proposed  that  registrants 
subject  to  the  second  requirement  dis¬ 
close  the  EEO-1  statistics  bearing  on  the 
legal  proceedings  in  questibn. 

On  December  22, 1971,  after  evaluating 
the  proposals  contained  in  the  rulemak¬ 
ing  petition,  the  Commission  informed 
the  petitioners  that  it  had  declined  to 
take  the  action  requested  in  their  peti¬ 
tion.  The  notification  of  that  decision 
stated: 

Shortly  after  your  petition  was  filed,  the 
Commission  Issued,  on  July  19,  1971,  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  Release  No.  5170  concerning  material 
disclosure  of  environmental  and  civil  rights 
matters.  For  your  Information,  enclosed  Is 
a  copy  of  that  release.  Since  that  time,  the 
Commission  and  its  staff  have  been  continu¬ 
ally  reviewing  the  types  of  disclosure  being 
made  as  a  result  thereof.  Before  determining 
whether  to  amend  the  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  contained  in  the  various  forms  filed 
with  the  Commission,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  that  It  should  evaluate  the  results  of 
the  guidelines  for  a  longer  period  of  time.  On 
the  basis  of  that  review,  the  Commission  will 
actively  consider  amendments  to  the  forms 
In  the  near  future.** 

Pursuant  to  Judge  Richey’s  order,  de¬ 
scribed  supra.  Section  I,  we  have  recon¬ 
sidered  the  equal  employment  portion  of 
the  petition.  In  its  release  announcing 
the  proceeding,  the  Commission  also  in¬ 
vited  comment  on  two  ‘‘Possible  Addi¬ 
tional  Disclosure  Requirements”  which 
were  substantially  similar  to  those  pro¬ 
posed  by  petitioners,  as  well  as  on  “any 
other  matters  of  social  concern  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  investing  public.”  •* 

At  the  outset,  it  should  be  noted  that 
the  Commission’s  present  disclosure  re¬ 
quirements  call  for  disclosure  of  certain 
equal  employment  matters.  Rules  adopt¬ 
ed  pursuant  to  the  Securities  Act  and  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  provide  gen¬ 
erally  that  in  addition  to  the  informa¬ 
tion  expressly  required  to  be  Included  In 
registration  statements  and  in  reports, 
further  material  Information,  if  any, 
must  be  Included  as  may  be  necessary 
to  make  the  required  statements,  in  the 
light  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
they  are  made,  not  misleading.’®  In  Se¬ 
curities  Act  Release  No.  5170  (July  19, 
1971),  the  Commission  publicly  an¬ 
nounced  that  existing  requirements  for 
describing  registrant’s  business  in  filings 
under  the  securities  laws  require  dis¬ 
closure  of  material  legal  proceedings 


"Petition  at  6-7. 

•“Letter  dated  December  22,  1971,  from 
Ronald  F.  Hunt,  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  to  the  Project  on  Cor¬ 
porate  Responsibility  and  the  Natural  Re¬ 
sources  Defense  CouncU.  The  letter  has  been 
placed  In  File  4-179. 

•“  Securities  Act  Release  No.  6569  (February 
11,  1975)  at  5-6. 

Rule  408  under  the  Securities  Act,  17  CFR 
230.408;  and  Rules  12b-20  and  14a-0(a)  un¬ 
der  the  Securities  Exchange  Act,  17  CFR 
240.12b-20  and  240.14a-9(a). 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  2 1 5— THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  6,  1975 


5166G 


PROPOSED  RULES 


related  to  civil  rights,  any  material  sanc¬ 
tions  imposed  for  violation  of  the  non¬ 
discrimination  rules  of  any  federal  agen¬ 
cy,  and  certain  other  material  matters 
relating  to  equal  employment. 

The  petition  states  that  the  disclosure 
PHToposals  therein  “are  designated  to  re¬ 
flect  increased  investor  concern  that 
corporate  and  other  investor-owned  busi¬ 
ness  should  be  conducted  in  a  socially 
responsible  manner.””  In  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  as  discussed  supra.  Section  IV,  those 
investor-participants  who  supported 
social  disclosure  were  virtually  unan¬ 
imous  in  stating  that  such  information 
is  economically  significant.  They  argue 
that  non-compliance  with  environ¬ 
mental,  equal  employment,  or  similar 
laws  coifld  lead  to  extensive  corporate 
costs  and  liabilities:  that  the  ability  to 
avoid  such  problems  provides  an  index 
to  management’s  overall  quality;  and 
that  in  the  long  nm,  corporate  social  re¬ 
sponsibility  determines  the  public  rela¬ 
tions  and  regulatory  framework  within 
which  a  company  operates.  Relatively 
few  investor-participants  expressed  in¬ 
terest  on  noneconomic  grounds.  To  the 
extent  that  other  indications  suggest  the 
basis  of  investor  interest,  they  seem  of 
similar  import.  These  considerations, 
however  valid,  do  not  persuade  us  that 
disclosure  requirements  regarding  such 
matters  should  be  judged  by  a  different 
standard  than  is  applied  to  other  matters 
of  economic  concern  to  investors. 

In  the  instant  proceeding,  over  100 
different  “social  matters”  w^ere  submitted 
in  which  “ethical”  investors  were  said  to 
be  interested.”  As  against  this  bevdlder- 


"  Petition  at  2-3. 

"These  include;  advertising  practices;  all 
advertising  costs;  “false”  advertising:  con¬ 
tract  disputes;  patent  disputes;  compliance 
with  antitrust  laws;  limltaUons  on  competi¬ 
tion;  concentration  in  an  industry;  consumer 
protection  activities  and  consumer  affairs 
posture;  any  activities  likely  to  lead  to  liti¬ 
gation;  all  litigation  (issues,  disposition); 
an  litigation  but  for  that  settled  or  dis¬ 
missed  without  conformance  of  corporate 
activities  to  the  substance  of  the  complaint; 
degree  of  compliance  with  applicable  regula¬ 
tions;  aU  government  hearings;  all  agency 
actions;  a  textual  summary  of  agency  ac¬ 
tions;  charitable  contributions;  company 
activities  undertaken  without  a  goal  of  pro¬ 
fit  maximization;  community  acUviUes;  com¬ 
mitment  to  the  “human  community”;  cor¬ 
porate  external  relations;  “good  things  a 
company  has  done”;  financial  practices; 
energy  conservation;  distribution  of  re¬ 
sources;  Investment  practices;  marketing 
practices;  pricing  practices;  expenditures  in 
the  land  grant  college  system;  receipt  of  fed¬ 
eral  subsidies;  corporate  practices  that  are 
damaging  to  “interests  of  other  investors,” 
the  “overall  economy,”  or  to  “property”; 
biographical  information,  including  race  and 
sex,  regarding  directors;  interlocking  direc¬ 
torates;  the  existence  of  a  corporate  environ¬ 
mental  department;  control  within  a  cor¬ 
poration;  the  role  of  the  board  of  directors; 
all  subsidiaries;  all  benefits  received  by  di¬ 
rectors;  “commerclogenic”  malnutrition;  food 
production;  in-house  nutritional  research; 
registrant's  Impact  on  the  world  food  crisis; 
contractual  commitments  to  purchase  crops; 
a  divlslon-by-divislon  breakdown  of  the 
number  of  employees  in  agri-business  com¬ 
panies;  foreign  Investments:  nature  of  op¬ 
erations  in  South  Africa;  UJS. -Soviet  trade; 


ing  array  of  special  causes,  it  has  been 
suggested  that  investors  are  at  least  en¬ 
titled  to  information  regarding  matters 
which  embody  fundamental  national 
social  principles  as  reflected  in  federal 
legislation  or  court  decisions.  We  be¬ 
lieve  that  persuasive  arguments  can  be 
made,  however,  substantial  amount  of 
federal  legislation  to  some  extent  em¬ 
bodies  fundamental  national  social  prin¬ 
ciples  and,  accordingly,  many  topics  of 
social  concern  would  remain.  Thus,  there 
is  no  distinguishing  feature  which  would 
justify  the  singling  out  of  equal  employ¬ 
ment  from  among  the  myriad  of  other 
social  matters  in  which  investors  may  be 
interested  in  the  absence  of  a  specific 
mandate  comparable  to  that  of  NEPA. 
Disclosure  of  comparable  non-material 
information  regarding  each  of  these 
would  in  the  aggregate  make  disclosure 
documents  wholly  unmanageable  and 
would  significantly  increase  the  costs  to 
all  involved  without,  in  our  view,  cor¬ 
responding  benefits  to  investors  gen¬ 
erally. 

In  particular,  we  do  not  believe  that 
any  of  the  suggestions  advanced  as  to  dis¬ 
closure  concerning  non-material  equal 
employment  proceedings  would  provide  a 
useful  reliable  method  by  which  to 
screen  out  actions  which  are  without 
merit  or  to  ascertain  whether  any  dam¬ 
ages  sought  have  been  substantially  in¬ 
flated.  In  any  event,  we  believe  that  our 
present  materiality  standards  regarding 
legal  proceedings  provide  adequate  In¬ 


markctlng  efforts  of  drug  companies  outside 
the  U.S.;  employment  practices  in  foreign 
farllitles;  registrant’s  participation  In  the 
“flight  of  companies  making  hazardous  goods 
to  foreign  countries”:  registrant’s  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  Arab  boycott;  exports;  products 
made  in  foreign  countries;  foreign  military 
goods  contracts;  foreign  beneficial  ownership' 
purchases  from,  and  sales  to,  communist 
countries;  activities  which  wOuld  be  illegal 
In  the  U.8.  but  which  are  conducted  abroad; 
registrant’s  impact  on  unemployment;  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Fair  Labor  Standards,  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health,  and  the 
National  T<abor  Relations  Acts;  health  haz¬ 
ards  in  plants;  health  standards;  effects  on 
the  unionized  work  force  of  company  poli¬ 
cies  and  technology;  employee  relations  other 
than  wages,  hours,  and  working  conditions; 
the  psychological  work  environment:  pension 
and  health  protection;  management  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  women  and  minorities;  the  costs 
of  giving  “prefereiitial  treatment”  to  blacks 
and  females;  safety  records;  employee  train¬ 
ing  and  education;  employee  benefits,  rela¬ 
tions  and  satisfactions;  discrimination 
against  persons  less  than  six  feet  tall;  lobby¬ 
ing  efforts;  political  Infiuence;  political  con¬ 
tributions;  all  products  by  brand  name;  all 
product  lines;  product-by-product  financial 
statements;  product  purity  (recalls,  reasons 
for  corrective  action) ;  toxic  substances  pro¬ 
duced;  product  reliability;  customer  com¬ 
plaints;  tobacco  products  manufactured; 
alcoholic  beverages  produced;  gambling 
equipment  manufactured;  strip  mining;  de¬ 
fense  contracts  and  military  goods  produced; 
nuclear  energy  production;  banking  opera¬ 
tions;  with  respect  to  agricultural  machinery 
companies,  manpower  displacement  research; 
tax  loc^hole  savings;  tax  law  compliance;  all 
state  and  federal  t  x  returns;  all  tax  disputes; 
beneficial  ownership;  racial  justice;  prospec¬ 
tive  legislation;  and  the  willingness  to  dis¬ 
close  corporate  information  to  shareholders. 


formation  to  meet  the  needs  of  investors 
generally  in  this  regard. 

It  has  been  suggested,  however,  that 
the  existence  of  imbalance  in  employ¬ 
ment  statistics,  such  as  would  be  revealed 
in  Forms  EEO-1  filed  by  registrants,  it¬ 
self  constitutes  some  evidence  of  unlaw¬ 
ful  discrimniation  and  is  thus  economi¬ 
cally  material.  The  significance  of  this 
information  in  some  cases  does  not  per¬ 
suade  us  that  all  registrants  should  be 
required  to  disclose  employment  statis¬ 
tics,  particularly  since  their  meaningful 
interpretation  is  dependent  upon  sophis¬ 
ticated  analysis  and  other  information 
such  as  the  makeup  of  the  available  labor 
pools  and  existing  hiring  and  promotion 
practices.” 

The  petition  expressed  a  concern  that 
corporations  might  mislead  stockholders 
and  others  by  making  public  statements 
in  regard  to  “minority  group  or  female 
employment  practices,  without  [reveal¬ 
ing  a]  numerical  or  jpercentage  break¬ 
down  by  job  categories.”  ”  We  are  not 
persuaded  that  the  possibility  of  such 
misleading  statements  by  a  few  justifies 
a  broad  requirement  for  detailed  dis¬ 
closure  by  all.  To  the  extent  that  there 
are  employment  conditions  that  are 
materially  adverse  to  the  business  of  the 
registrant,  disclosure  would  be  called  for 
under  present  requirements.”  In  specific 
cases,  the  failure  to  make  appropriate 
disclosures  could  be  actionable  by  the 
Commission,  depending  upon  the  appro¬ 
priate  exercise  of  the  Commission’s  pros¬ 
ecutorial  discretion.  In  addition,  if 
petitioners,  or  others,  believe  that  in  a 
particular  instance  these  requirements 
are  being  violated,  they  may  seek  equi¬ 
table  relief  ot  damages  in  court.  Private 
civil  actions  based  upon  violations  of  the 
federal  securities  laws  are  a  “necessaiT 
supplement”  to  the  Ccanmission’s  own 
enforcement  actions,  “J.  I.  Case  Co.  v. 
Boark,”  377  U.S.  426,  432  (1964). 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  determined  to  deny  again  that 
portion  of  the  petition  which  proposes 
that  certain  forms  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  be  modified  to  require  dis¬ 
closure  of  certain  specific  equal  employ¬ 
ment  information.  We  have  also  con¬ 
sidered,  and  determined  not  to  adopt, 
other  equal  employment  disclosure  alter¬ 
natives  brought  to  our  attention  in 
this  proceeding  and  have  determined  not 


”  Substantial  questions  have  been  raised  in 
the  proceeding  regarding  the  propriety  of 
the  Commission's  reqviirlng  di:clC8\ire  of 
Forms  EEO-1  filed  by  registrants  with  the 
Equal  Ehnployment  Opportunity  Commission. 
Officers  and  employees  of  that  Com¬ 
mission  are  speclficaUy  prohibited  by  statute 
from  making  any  information  obtained  under 
its  statutory  authority  public  prior  to  the 
institution  of  a  proceeding  involving  such 
information.  42  US.C.  2000e-8(e).  In  ad¬ 
dition,  it  is  claimed  that  disclosure  of  this 
infcHrmatlon  would  reveal  trade  secrets  or 
otherwise  confidential  commercial  or  finan¬ 
cial  Information.  In  light  of  our  views,  gen¬ 
erally.  we  have  not  found  it  necessary  to 
consider  these  issues. 

"  Petition  at  4. 

"  See  Rule  408  under  the  Securities  Act,  17 
CFR  230.408  and  Rules  12b-20  and  14a-9(a) 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act.  17  CFR 
240.12b-20  and  240.14ar-9(a). 
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to  prop>ose  at  this  time  specific  disclosure 
requirements  regarding  the  other  areas 
of  social  concern.  We  will,  of  course, 
continue  to  reevaluate  the  need  for  such 
requirements  from  time  to  time. 

VI.  Rulemaking  Proposals 

The  amendments  today  proposed  re¬ 
late  to  certain  registration  forms'  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  (“Securities 
Act’’)  and  certain  registration  and  re¬ 
porting  forms  and  rules  14a-3  and  14c-3 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (“Exchange  Act’’)  relating  to  the 
disclosure  of  environmental  matters. 
Their  explanation  follows. 

A.  General  purpose.  If  adopted,  the 
proposed  amendments  would,  where  ap¬ 
plicable,  reouire  a  registrant  to  provide 
as  an  exhibit  to  certain  documents  filed 
with  the  Commission  a  list  of  the  regis¬ 
trant’s  most  recently  filed  environmen¬ 
tal  compliance  reports  which  indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any 
time  within  the  previous  twelve  months, 
any  applicable  environmental  standard 
established  pursuant  to  a  federal  stat¬ 
ute.  In  addition,  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  would,  except  for  purTX>ses  of 
Forms  10  and  12  under  the  Exchange 
Act,  require  the  registrant  to  undertake 
to  provide  promntly  copies  of  the  reports 
listed,  upon  written  request  and  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  reasonable  fee  for  furnishing 
such  reports. 

In  addition,  amendments  are  proposed 
to  the  description  of  business  items  con¬ 
tained  in  certain  registration  and  re¬ 
porting  forms  which  would  require  dis¬ 
closure,  if  applicable,  of  material 
estimated  capital  expenditiures  for 
environmental  control  facilities  for  at 
least  the  remaining  portion  of  the  regis¬ 
trant’s  current  fiscal  year  and  its  suc¬ 
ceeding  fiscal  year  and  such  further 
periods  as  the  registrant  may  deem 
material. 

This  release  contains  a  brief  synopsis 
of  the  proposals  to  assist  in  a  better 
understanding  of  their  provisions.  How¬ 
ever,  attention  is  directed  to  the  pro¬ 
posals  themselves  for  a  more  complete 
imderstanding. 

B.  Synopsis  of  proposals.  Proposed 
Amendment  of  Instructions  As  to  Ex¬ 
hibits  of  Forms  S-1,  S-2,  S-7,  and  S-9 
Under  the  Securities  Act  and  Forms  10, 
10-K,  12,  and  12-K  Under  the  Exchange 
Act. 

The  Commission  has  concluded  that 
information  regarding  the  effects  a  com¬ 
pany’s  operations  have  on  the  environ¬ 
ment  may  be  important  to  some  investors 
if  the  information  can  be  made  available 
in  a  manageable  form  without  substan¬ 
tial  costs  which  outweigh  the  benefits  to 
investors.  The  Commission  therefore 
proposes  to  amend  the  Instructions  as  to 
Exhibits  of  the  various  registration  and 
reporting  forms  to  include  an  additional 
instruction  (referred  to  for  purposes  of 
this  release  as  Instruction  A)  which 
would  require  the  disclosure  of  certain 
environmental  compliance  information. 
The  Commission  is  publishing  Instruc¬ 
tion  A  as  a  model,  rather  than  publish 
each  specific  instruction,  since  the  sub- 
!  stance  of  the  Instruction  should  provide 


an  adequate  basis  for  comment  from  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Instruction  A  requires  a  list  of  the 
registrant’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at 
any  time  within  the  previous  12  months, 
any  applicable  environmental  standard 
established  pursuant  to  any  Federal 
statute.  Authority  to  enforce  certain  fed¬ 
eral  statutes  relating  to  the  protection  of 
the  environment  is  delegated  to  State  or 
local  regulatory  agencies.  Reports  fiied 
with  State  or  local  agencies  pursuant  to 
such  federal  authority  are  included  in 
the  scope  of  Instruction  A.  Also,  Instruc¬ 
tion  A  contemplates  the  disclosure  of  the 
most  recent  periodic  compliance  report 
whether  filed  on  an  annual  basis,  quar¬ 
terly  basis,  or  otherwise;  and  any  special 
compliance  report. 

In  order  to  make  the  information  pre¬ 
sented  more  meaningful.  Instruction  A 
requires  disclosure  as  to  each  report 
listed  indicating  the  general  nature  of 
he  standard  exceeded  (e.g.,  air  quality 
or  water  quality) ,  the  date  of  the  report, 
and  the  name  and  address  of  the  agency 
where  the  fieport  was  filed.  In  addition, 
other  information  necessary  to  suffici¬ 
ently  identify  the  report  to  enable  an 
interested  person  to  inspect  or  acquire 
such  report  from  the  respective  agency  is 
required.  Such  information  would  in¬ 
clude  any  special  file  or  reference  num¬ 
bers  us^  by  a  particular  agency,  if 
known  to  the  registrant. 

Proposed  Amendments  to  Rules  14a-3 
and  14c-3  Under  the  Exchange  Act 

In  view  of  the  Commission’s  opinion 
that  the  information  contained  in  the 
reports  required  to  be  listed  by  instruc¬ 
tion  A  may  be  important  to  some  inves¬ 
tors,  it  believes  that  such  reports  should 
be  made  reasonably  available.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  Rules  14a-3  and 
14c-3  would  require  that  there  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  management’s  proxy  state¬ 
ment,  information  statement,  or  in  the 
annual  report  to  stockholders,  an  under¬ 
taking  which  indicates  that  the  issuer 
has  filed  with  the  Commission  as  an  ex¬ 
hibit  to  its  annual  report  on  Form  10-K 
or  12-K  the  information  required  by  In¬ 
struction  A  and  also  states  that  the 
issuer  will  provide  promptly  copies  of 
the  reports  listed  pursuant  to  the  In¬ 
struction  to  each  person  solicited  or  fur¬ 
nished  an  information  statement  upon 
written  request  and  the  payment  of  a 
reasonable  fee.  A  note  to  the  proposed 
amendments  to  Rules  14a-3  and  14c-3 
indicates  that  the  issuer  shall  also  pro¬ 
vide  promptly  copies  of  the  reports  listed 
to  any  beneficial  owner  of  its  securities 
upon  written  request  and  the  payment 
of  a  reasonable  fee. 

Proposed  Undertaking  to  Forms  S-1,  S-2, 
S-7  and  S-9  Under  the  Securities 
Act 

The  Commission  also  proposes  to 
amend  Forms  S-1,  S-2,  S-7  and  S-9  to 
include  an  additional  undertaking  (re¬ 
ferred  to  for  purposes  of  this  release  as 
Undertaking  B)  which  would  be  re¬ 
quired  in  the  registration  statement  if 


the  registrant  is  required  to  furnish  the 
exhibit  called  for  by  Instruction  A. 

Undertaking  B  would,  in  language  es¬ 
sentially  the  same  as  that  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  Rules  14a-3  and 
14c-3,  obligate  the  registrant  to  furnish 
promptly  copies  of  those  environmental 
compliance  reports  listed  pursuant  to 
Instruction  A  upon  written  request  and 
the  payment  of  a  reasonable  fee.  The 
undertaking  also  provides  that  the  obli¬ 
gation  to  furnish  copies  is  applicable  to 
all  requests  received  not  later  than  40 
days  after  the  effective  date  of  the  reg¬ 
istration  statement. 

Proposed  Amendment  to  Forms  S-1,  S-2, 
S-7  and  S-9  Under  the  Securities 
Act  and  Forms  10,  10-K,  12  and 
12-K  Under  the  Exchange  Act  to 
Require  a  Statement  of  the  Nature 
and  Availability  of  the  Reports 
Listed  Pursuant  to  Instruction  A 

In  order  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
investors  the  information  made  avail¬ 
able  bv  the  proposed  amendments,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  adopt  Instruc¬ 
tion  C  which  would  require  a  statement 
in  the  various  registration  forms  and 
reports  specified  above  Indicating  that 
the  registrant  has  filed  as  an  exhibit 
with  the  Commission  the  information 
required  by  Instruction  A. 

The  statement  required  by  Instruction 
C  as  proposed  for  Forms  S-1,  S-2,  S-7, 
and  S-9  would  also  indicate  that  the 
registrant  will  provide  promptly  copies 
of  those  environmental  comnliance  re¬ 
ports  listed  pursuant  to  Instruction  A 
to  any  interested  person  upon  written 
request  received  not  later  than  40  days 
after  the  effective  date  of  the  registra¬ 
tion  statement  and  the  payment  of  a 
reasonable  fee.  A  statement  regarding 
the  availability  of  the  reports  listed  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Instruction  for  Forms  10-K 
and  12-K  is  not  necessary  since  adequate 
notice  will  be  provided  by  the  statement 
called  for  by  the  proposed  amendments 
to  Rules  14a-3  and  14c-3. 

Proposed  Amendment  to  Forms  S-1,  S-2, 
S-7,  and  S-9  Under  the  Securities 
Act  and  Forms  10  and  10-K,  Under 
the  Exchange  Act  to  Require  Dis¬ 
closure  Relating  to  the  Material  Ef¬ 
fects  of  Environmental  Compliance 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the 
appropriate  Items  and  Instructions  re¬ 
lating  to  environmental  information  is 
designed  to  provide  more  meaningful 
disclosure  with  respect  to  the  material 
effects  of  compliance  with  Federal,  state 
or  local  environmental  standards  on  the 
registrant’s  business  and  to  make  such 
disclosure  more  uniform  among  regis¬ 
trants.  Specifically,  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  (referred  to  for  purposes  of  this  re¬ 
lease  as  Item  D)  would  require  as  part 
of  the  description  of  the  registrant’s 
business  disclosure  as  to  material  esti¬ 
mated  capital  expenditures  for  environ¬ 
mental  control  facilities  for  at  least  the 
remainder  of  the  registrant’s  current  fis¬ 
cal  year  and  its  succeeding  fiscal  year 
and  such  further  periods  as  the  regis¬ 
trant  may  deem  material. 
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It  should  be  noted  that  the  description 
of  business  in  Form  S-2  does  not  cur¬ 
rently  require  disclosure  of  the  effect  of 
environmental  compliance  on  the  busi¬ 
ness  conducted  but  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  include  such  information. 

The  Commission  is  only  publishing  Item 
D  as  a  model  since  the  language  of  the 
amendment  will  be  identical  in  each  form 
or  report. 

C.  Operation  of  proposals.  The  Com¬ 
mission  is  mindful  of  the  cost  to  regis¬ 
trants  and  others  of  its  proposals  and  it 
recognizes  its  responsibilities  to  weigh 
with  care  the  costs  and  benefits  which 
result  from  its  rules.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  specifically  invites  comments 
on  the  cost  to  registrants  and  others  of 
the  proposals  published  in  this  release, 
if  adopted. 

Pursuant  to  Section  23(a)  (2)  of  the 
Exchange  Act,  the  Commission  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  impact  that  these  proposals 
would  have  on  competition  and  is  not 
aware,  at  this  time,  of  any  burden  that 
such  rules,  if  adopted,  would  Impose  on 
competition  not  necessary  or  appropri¬ 
ate  in  fvtrtherance  of  the  purposes  of  that 
Act.  However,  the  Commission  specifi¬ 
cally  Invites  comment  as  to  the  com¬ 
petitive  impact  of  these  proposals,  if 
adopted. 

The  Commission  hereby  proposes  for 
comment  (1)  proposed  amendments  to 
Forms  S-1  (17  CFR  239.11),  S-2  (17CFR 
239.12),  S-7  (17  CFR  239.26),  and  S-9 
(17  CFR  239.22)  pursuant  to  Sections  7, 

10  and  19(a)  of  the  Securities  Act  and 
(2)  proposed  amendments  to  Rules  14a- 
3  (17  CFR  240.14a-3)  and  14c-3  (17  CFR 
240.14C-3)  and  Forms  10  (17  CFR  249.- 
210) ,  10-K  (17  CFR  249.310) ,  12  (17  CFR 
249.212)  and  12-K  (17  CFR  249.312) 
pursuant  to  Sections  12, 13, 14, 15(d)  and 
23(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
foregoing  proposals,  in  writing  to  (3eorge 
A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary,  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D. C.  20549  on  or  before  January  12, 1976. 
Such  communications  should  refer  to  File 
No.  S7-593  and  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  Inspection.  The  text  of  the  proposed 
amendments  to  rules,  forms  and  reports 
is  set  forth  below. 

(Secs.  7,  10.  19(a).  48  Stat.  78,  81,  85;  secs. 
12,  13.  14,  16(d),  23(a),  48  Stat.  892,  894,  895, 
901;  secs.  205,  209,  48  Stat.  906,  908;  secs.  203 
(a),  49  Stat.  704;  secs.  1.  8,  49  Stat.  1376, 
1379;  secs.  201,  202,  68  Stat.  685,  686;  secs.  3- 
6,  78  Stat.  565-574;  secs.  1-3,  82  Stat.  454, 
455;  sec.  28(c),  84  Stat.  1435;  secs.  1-5,  84 
Stat  1497  (15  U.S.C.  77g,  77X,  77s(a),  781, 
78m',  78n,  78o(d) ,  78w(a) ) ) . 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

October  14,  1975. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  17  CFR  Chap¬ 
ter  II  as  follows: 

PART  239— FORMS  PRESCRIBED  UNDER 
THE  SECURITIES  ACT  OF  1933 

By  adding  Instruction  “A”,  Undertak¬ 
ing  “B”,  Instruction  “C”  and  Item  “D”  as 
to  Exhibits  in  §§  239.11,  12,  22  and  26  as 
follows: 


§  239.1 1  Form  S— 1,  registration  state¬ 
ment  under  the  Securities  Act  of 

1933. 

Instruction  “A"  as  to  Exhibits. — A  list  of 
the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  Indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  any  Federal  statute  and  setting 
forth  as  to  each  such  report  (1)  the  general 
nature  of  the  environmental  standard  in¬ 
volved  (e.ff.,  air  quality  or  water  quality)', 

(2)  the  Identity  and  address  of  the  person 
with  whom  the  report  was  filed;  (3)  the  date 
of  the  report;  and  (4)  any  other  information 
necessary  to  sufficiently  Identify  the  report  to 
enable  an  Interested  party  to  Inspect  or  ac¬ 
quire  the  report  from  the  recipient  agency. 

Undertaking  “B". — The  following  under¬ 
taking  shall  be  Included  in  the  registration 
statement  if  the  registrant  Is  required  to 
furnish  the  list  called  for  by  Instruction  A 
of  Instructions  As  To  Exhibits: 

The  undersigned  registrant  hereby  under¬ 
takes  upon  written  request  received  not  later 
than  40  days  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
registration  statement  to  provide  promptly 
copies  of  those  environmental  reports  listed 
as  an  exhibit  pursuant  to  Instruction  A  of 
Instructions  As  To  Exhibits,  upon  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  reasonable  fee  which,  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  registrant's  reasonable  expense 
In  furnishing  such  reports. 

Instruction  "C”. — If  the  registrant  has  filed 
an  exhibit  to  the  registration  statement  pur¬ 
suant  to  Instruction  A,  a  statement  shall  be 
provided  In  the  prospectus  Indicating  that 
the  registrant  has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to  the 
registration  statement  a  list  of  the  Issuer’s 
most  recently  filed  environmental  compli¬ 
ance  reports  which  Indicate  that  the  Issuer 
has  not  met,  at  any  time  within  the  past  12 
months,  any  applicable  environmental  stand¬ 
ard  established  pursuant  to  any  Federal 
statute.  The  statement  shall  also  indicate 
that  the  registrant  will  provide  promptly 
copies  of  the  reports  listed  to  any  Interested 
person,  upon  written  request,  received  not 
later  than  40  days  after  the  effective  date  of 
the  registration  statement  and  the  pa3hnent 
of  a  reasonable  fee  which  Is  limited  to  the 
registrant’s  reasonable  expense  In  furnishing 
such  reports. 

Item  "D". — Appropriate  disclosure  shall 
also  be  made  as  to  the  material  effects  that 
compliance  with  Federal,  State  and  local  pro¬ 
visions  which  have  been  enacted  or  adopted 
regulating  the  discharge  of  materials  Into 
the  environment,  or  otherwise  relating  to  the 
protection  of  the  environment,  may  have 
upon  the  capital  expenditures,  earnings  futid 
competitive  position  of  the  registrant  and 
Its  subsidiaries.  Registrant  shall  disclose  any 
material  estimated  capital  expenditures  for 
environmental  control  facilities  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  Its  current  fiscal  year  and  Its 
succeeding  fiscal  year;  and  such  further 
periods  as  the  registrant  may  deem  material. 

§  239.12  Form  S— 2,  for  shares  of  cer¬ 
tain  corporations  in  the  development 
stage. 

Instruction  "A”  as  to  exhibits. — A  list  of 
the  registrants  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  Indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  any  Federal  statute  and  setting  forth 
as  to  each  such  report  (1)  the  general  nature 
of  the  environmental  standard  Involved 
leg.,  air  quality  or  water  quality);  (2)  the 
Identity  and  address  of  the  person  with 
whom  the  report  was  filed;  (3)  the  date  of 
the  report;  and  (4)  any  other  Information 
necessary  to  sufficiently  identify  the  report 
to  enable  an  Interested  party  to  Inspect  or 
acquire  the  report  from  the  recipient  agency. 


Undertaking  "B”. — The  following  under¬ 
taking  shall  be  Included  In  the  registration 
statement  If  the  registrant  Is  required  to 
furnish  the  list  called  for  by  Instruction  A 
of  Instructions  As  To  Exhibits : 

The  undersigned  registrant  hereby  under- 
ttikes  upon  written  request  received  not  later 
than  40  days  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
registration  statement  to  provide  promptly 
copies  of  those  environmental  reports  listed 
as  an  exhibit  pursuant  to  Instruction  A  of 
Instructions  As  To  Exhibits,  upon  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  reasonable  fee  which  shall  be 
limited  to  the  registrant’s  reasonable  expense 
In  furnishing  such  reports. 

Instruction  “C”. — ^Tf  the  registrant  has 
filed  an  exhibit  to  the  registration  statement 
pursuant  to  Instruction  A,  a  statement  shall 
be  provided  In  the  prospectus  Indicating 
that  the  registrant  has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to 
the  registration  statement  a  list  of  the  Is¬ 
suer’s  most  recently  filed  environmental  com¬ 
pliance  reports  which  Indicate  that  the  Issuer 
has  net  met,  at  any  time  within  the  past  12 
months,  any  applicable  environmental  stand¬ 
ard  established  pursuant  to  any  Federal 
statute.  The  statement  shall  also  Indicate 
that  the  registrant  will  provide  promptly 
copies  of  the  reports  listed  to  any  Interested 
person,  upon  written  request,  received  not 
later  than  40  days  after  the  effective  date  of 
the  registration  statement  and  the  payment 
of  a  reasonable  fee  which  Is  limited  to  the 
registrant’s  reasonable  expense  In  furnishing 
such  reports. 

Item  "D”. — Appropriate  disclosure  shall 
also  be  made  as  to  the  material  effects  that 
compliance  with  Federal,  State  and  local 
provisions  which  have  been  enacted  or 
adopted  regulating  the  discharge  of  mate¬ 
rials  Into  the  environment,  or  otherwise  re¬ 
lating  to  the  protection  of  the  environment, 
may  have  upon  the  capital  expenditures, 
earnings  and  competitive  position  of  the 
registrant  and  Its  subsidiaries.  Registrant 
shall  disclose  any  material  estimated  capital 
expenditures  for  environmental  control  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  remainder  of  Its  current  fiscal 
year  and  Its  succeeding  fiscal  year;  and  such 
further  periods  as  the  registrant  may  deem 
material. 

§  239.22  Form  S— 9,  for  the  registration 
of  certain  debt  securities. 

Instruction  "A”  as  to  exhibits. — A  list  of 
the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  Indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  any  Federal  statute  and  setting  forth 
as  to  each  such  report  ( 1 )  the  general  nature 
of  the  environmental  standard  involved  (e.g.. 
air  quality  or  water  quality):  (2)  the  Iden¬ 
tity  and  address  of  the  person  with  whom  the 
report  was  filed:  (3)  the  date  of  the  report; 
and  (4)  any  other  Information  necessary  to 
sufficiently  Identify  the  report  to  enable  an 
interested  party  to  Inspect  or  acquire  the 
report  from  the  recipient  agency. 

Undertaking  "B”. — ^The  following  under¬ 
taking  shall  be  included  In  the  registration 
statement  If  the  registrant  Is  required  to 
furnish  the  list  called  for  by  Instruction  A 
of  Instructions  As  To  Exhibits: 

The  undersigned  registrant  hereby  under¬ 
takes  upon  written  request  received  not  later 
than  40  days  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
registration  statement  to  provide  promptly 
copies  of  those  environmental  reports  listed 
as  an  exhibit  pursuant  to  Instruction  A  of 
Instructions  As  To  Exhibits,  upon  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  reasonable  fee  which  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  registrant’s  reasonable  expense 
in  furnishing  such  reports. 

Instruction  "C". — ^If  the  registrant  has 
filed  an  exhibit  to  the  registration  statement 
pursuant  to  Instruction  A,  a  statement  shall 
be  provided  In  the  prospectus  indicating 
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that  the  registrant  has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to 
the  registration  statement  a  list  of  the  is¬ 
suer’s  most  recently  filed  environmental 
compliance  reports  which  indicate  that  the 
issuer  has  not  met,  at  any  time  within  the 
past  12  months,  any  applicable  environmen¬ 
tal  standard  established  pursuant  to  any 
Federal  statute.  The  statement  shall  also 
indicate  that  the  registrant  will  provide 
promptly  copies  of  the  reports  listed  to  any 
Interested  person,  upon  written  request,  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  40  days  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  registration  statement  and 
the  painnent  of  a  reasonable  fee  which  is 
limited  to  the  registrant’s  reasonable  ex¬ 
pense  In  furnishing  such  reports. 

Item  "D”. —  Appropriate  disclosure  shall 
also  be  made  as  to  the  material  effects  that 
compliance  with  Federal,  State  and  local 
provisions  which  have  been  enacted  or 
adopted  regulating  the  discharge  of  mate¬ 
rials  Into  the  environment,  or  otherwise  re¬ 
lating  to  the  protection  of  the  environment, 
may  have  upon  the  capital  expenditures, 
earnings  and  competitive  position  of  the 
registrant  and  its  subsidiaries.  Registrant 
shall  disclose  any  material  estimated  capital 
expendlt\u*es  for  environmental  control 
facilities  for  the  remainder  of  its  current 
fiscal  year  and  its  succeeding  fiscal  year; 
and  such  further  periods  as  the  registrant 
may  deem  material. 

§  239.26  Form  S— 7,  for  registration 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  of 
securities  of  certain  issuers  to  be 
offered  for  cash. 

Instruction  "A”  as  to  Exhibits. — A  list  of 
the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any 
time  within  the  past  12  months,  any  appli¬ 
cable  environmental  standard  established 
pursuant  to  any  Federal  statute  and  setting 
forth  as  to  each  such  report  (1)  the  general 
natiire  of  the  environmental  standard  in¬ 
volved  [e.g.,  air  quality  or  water  quality); 
(2)  the  identity  and  address  of  the  person 
with  whom  the  report  was  filed;  (3)  the 
date  of  the  report;  and  (4)  any  other  in¬ 
formation  necessary  to  sufBciently  identify 
the  report  to  enable  an  interested  party  to 
Inspect  or  acquire  the  report  from  the  re¬ 
cipient  agency. 

Undertaking  "B". — ^The  following  under¬ 
taking  shall  be  Included  in  the  registration 
statement  if  the  registrant  is  required  to 
furnish  the  list  called  for  by  Instruction  A 
of  Instructions  As  To  Exhibits: 

The  undersigned  registrant  hereby  tmder- 
takes  upon  written  request  received  not  later 
than  40  days  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
registration  statement  to  provide  promptly 
copies  of  those  environmental  reports' listed 
as  an  exhibit  pursuant  to  Instruction  A  of 
Instructions  As  To  Exhibits,  upon  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  reasonable  fee  which  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  registrant’s  reasonable  expense 
in  furnishing  such  reports. 

Instruction  "C". — If  the  registrant  has 
filed  an  exhibit  to  the  registration  statement 
pursuant  to  Instruction  A,  a  statement  shall 
be  provided  in  the  prospectus  indicating  that 
the  registrant  has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to  the 
registration  statement  a  list  of  the  issuer’s 
most  recently  filed  environmental  compll- 
I  ance  reports  which  indicate  that  the  issuer 

I  has  not  met,  at  any  time  within  the  past 

!  12  months,  any  applicable  environmental 

I  standard  established  pursuant  to  any  Fed- 

I  eral  statute.  The  statement  shall  also  In- 

I  dlcate  that  the  registrant  will  provide 

1  promptly  copies  of  the  reports  listed  to  any 

Interested  person,  upon  written  request,  re- 
t  celved  not  later  than  40  days  after  the 

!  effective  date  of  the  registration  statement 

and  the  payment  of  a  reasonable  fee  which 
I  is  limited  to  the  registrant’s  reasonable  ex- 

[  pense  in  furnishing  such  reports. 


Item  "D". — Appropriate  disclosure  shall 
also  be  made  as  to  the  material  effects  that 
compliance  with  Federal,  State  and  local 
provisions  which  have  been  enacted  or 
adopted  regulating  the  discharge  of  mate¬ 
rials  into  the  environment,  or  otherwise  re¬ 
lating  to  the  protection  of  the  environment, 
may  have  upon  the  capital  expenditures, 
earnings  and  competitive  position  of  the  reg¬ 
istrant  and  its  subsidiaries.  Registrant  shall 
disclose  any  material  estimated  capital  ex¬ 
penditures  for  environmental  control  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  remainder  of  its  current  fiscal 
year  and  its  succeeding  fiscal  year;  and  such 
further  periods  as  the  registrant  may  deem 
material. 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGU¬ 
LATIONS,  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE  ACT 

OF  1934 

1.  By  redesignating  paragraph  (b)  (9) 
of  §  240.14a-3  as  (b)  (9)  (i)  and  adding 
paragraph  (b)(9)(ii)  as  follows: 

§  240.14a— 3  Information  to  he  fur¬ 
nished  to  security  holders. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  * 

(9)(i)  •  •  • 


standard  established  pursuant  to  any 
Federal  statute  and  also  stating  that  the 
Issuer  will  provide  promptly,  upon  writ¬ 
ten  request,  copies  of  the  reports  listed 
to  each  person  furnished  an  Information 
statement  upon  the  pasnnent  of  a  reason¬ 
able  fee  which  shall  be  limited  to  the 
Issuer’s  reasonable  expenses  in  furnish¬ 
ing  such  reports.  Such  undertaking  shall 
indicate  the  name  and  address  of  the 
person  to  whom  such  a  written  request 
is  to  be  directed. 

Notk. — ^Pursuant  to  the  undertaking  re¬ 
quired  by  the  above  subparagraph,  the  issuer 
shaU  furnish  promptly  copies  of  the  reports 
listed  to  a  beneficial  owner  of  Its  securities 
upon  receipt  of  written  request  and  payment 
of  the  specified  fee  from  such  person.  Each 
request  must  set  forth  a  good-faith  repre¬ 
sentation  that,  as  of  the  record  date  for  the 
annual  meeting  of  the  Issuer’s  security  hold¬ 
ers,  the  person  making  the  request  was  a 
beneficial  owner  of  securities  entitled  to  vote 
at  such  meeting. 


PART  249— FORMS,  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

1.  By  adding  Instruction  “A”,  Instruc¬ 
tion  “C”  and  Item  “D”  as  to  Exhibits  in 
§  249.210  as  follows: 


(ii)  If  applicable.  Management’s  proxy 
statement,  or  the  report,  shall  contain  an 
imdertaklng  in  bold  face  or  otherwise 
reasonably  prominent  type  stating  that 
the  issuer  has  filed  with  the  Commission 
as  an  exhibit  to  its  current  annual  report 
on  Form  10-K  or  12-K  a  list  of  the  is¬ 
suer’s  most  recently  filed  environmental 
compliance  reports  which  Indicate  that 
the  Issuer  has  not  met,  at  any  time  within 
the  past  12  months,  any  environmental 
standard  established  pursuant  to  any 
Federal  statute:  and  also  stating  that  the 
issuer  will  provide  promptly,  upon  writ¬ 
ten  request,  copies  of  the  reports  so  listed 
to  each  person  solicited  upon  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  reasonable  fee  which  shall  be 
limited  to  the  issuer’s  reasonable  ex¬ 
penses  in  furnishing  such  reports.  Such 
undertaking  shall  indicate  the  name  and 
address  of  the  person  to  whom  such  a 
written  request  is  to  be  directed. 

Noti. — ^Pursuant  to  tb©  undertaking  re¬ 
quired  by  the  above  subparagraph,  the  Issuer 
shall  furnish  promptly  copies  of  the  reports 
listed  to  a  beneficial  owner  of  Its  securities 
upon  receipt  of  written  request  and  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  specified  fee  from  such  person. 
Each  request  mvist  set  forth  a  good-faith 
representation  that,  as  of  the  record  date 
for  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Issuer’s  se¬ 
curity  holders,  the  person  making  the  re¬ 
quest  was  a  beneficial  owner  of  securities 
entitled  to  vote  at  such  meeting. 

2.  By  redesignating  paragraph  (a)  (9) 
of  §  240.14C-3  as  (a)  (9)  (i)  and  adding 
paragraph  (a)(9)(ii)  as  follows: 

§  240.14c-3  Annual  Report  to  be  fur¬ 
nished  security  holders. 

(a)  *  •  • 

(9)(i)  *  •  • 

(ii)  If  applicable,  the  Information 
statement,  or  the  report,  shall  contain  an 
undertaking  in  bold  face  or  otherwise 
reasonably  prominent  tsrpe  stating  that 
the  issuer  has  filed  with  the  Commission 
as  an  exhibit  to  its  current  annual  re¬ 
port  on  Form  10-K  or  12-K  a  list  of  the 
issuer’s  most  recently  filed  environmental 
compliance  reports  which  Indicate  that 
the  issuer  has  not  met,  at  any  time  within 
the  past  12  months,  any  environmental 


§  249.210  Form  10,  general  form  for 
registration  of  securities  pursuant  to 
Section  12(b)  or  (g)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Instruction  "C”. — If  the  registrant  has 
the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  Indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  any  Federal  statute  and  setting 
forth  as  to  each  such  report  ( 1 )  the  general 
nature  of  the  environmental  standard  In¬ 
volved  (e.g.,  air  quality  or  water  quality); 
(2)  the  Identity  and  address  of  the  person 
with  whom  the  report  was  filed;  (3)  the  date 
of  the  report;  and  (4)  any  other  Information 
necessary  to  sufficiently  Identify  the  report 
to  enable  an  Interested  party  to  Inspect  or 
acquire  the  report  from  the  recipient  agency. 

Instruction  “C". — ^If  the  registrant  has 
filed  an  exhibit  to  this  report  ptirsuant  to 
Instruction  A,  a  statement  shall  be  provided 
In  the  report  Indicating  that  the  registrant 
has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to  the  report  a  Ust 
of  the  Issuer’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  Indicate 
that  the  Issuer  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  any  Federal  statute. 

Item  '“D”. — Appropriate  disclosure  shall 
also  be  made  as  to  the  material  effects  that 
compliance  with  Federal.  State  and  local 
provisions  which  have  been  enacted  or 
adopted  regulating  the  discharge  of  material 
Into  the  environment,  or  otherwise  relating 
to  the  protection  of  the  environment,  may 
have  upon  the  capital  expenditures,  earnings 
and  competitive  >  position  of  the  registrant 
and  Its  subsidiaries.  Registrant  shall  disclose 
any  material  estimated  capital  expenditures 
for  environmental  control  facilities  for  the 
remainder  of  Its  current  fiscal  year  and  Its 
succeeding  fiscal  year;  and  such  further 
periods  as  the  registrant  may  deem  material. 

2.  By  adding  Instruction  “A”  and  In¬ 
struction  “C”  as  to  Exhibits  in  S  249.212 
as  follows: 

§  249.212  Form  12,  for  issuers  which 
file  reports  with  certain  other  federal 
agencies. 

Instruction  "A"  as  to  Exhibits. — A  list  of 
the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed  envlron- 
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mental  compliance  reports  which  indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pursu* 
ant  to  any  Federal  statute  and  setting  forth 
as  to  each  such  report  (1)  the  general  nature 
of  the  environmental  standard  involved 
(c.jr.,  air  quality  or  water  quality);  (2)  the 
Identity  and  address  of  the  person  with 
whom  the  report  was  filed;  (3)  the  date  of 
the  report;  and  (4)  any  other  information 
necessary  to  sufficiently  identify  the  report 
to  enable  an  Interested  party  to  inspect  or 
acquire  the  report  from  the  recipient  agency. 

Instruction  "C”. — If  the  registrant  has  filed 
an  exhibit  to  this  report  pursuant  to  In¬ 
struction  A,  a  statement  shall  be  provided 
in  the  report  indicating  that  the  registrant 
has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to  the  report  a  list  of 
the  Issuer’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  Indicate 
that  the  Issuer  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  any  Federal  statute. 

3.  By  adding  Instruction  “A”,  Instmc- 
tion  “C”  and  Item  “D”  as  to  Exhibits  in 
§  249.310  as  follows: 

§  249.310  Form  10— K,  annual  report 
pursuant  to  Section  13  or  15(d)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 
Instruction  “A”  as  to  Exhibits. — A  list  of 
the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  any  Federal  statue  and  setting  forth 
as  to  each  such  report  (1)  the  general  natvire 
of  the  environmental  standard  involved 
{e.g.,  air  quality  or  water  quality);  (2)  the 
identity  and  address  of  the  person  with 
whom  the  report  was  filed;  (3)^  the  date  of 
the  report;  and  (4)  any  other  information 
necessary  to  sufficiently  identify  the  report 
to  enable  an  Interested  party  to  inspect  or 
acquire  the  report  from  the  recipient  agency. 

Instruction  “C”. — ^If  the  registrant  has  filed 
an  exhibit  to  this  report  pursuant  to  In¬ 
struction  A,  a  statement  shall  be  provided 
in  the  report  indicating  that  the  registrant 
has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to  the  report  a  list  of 
the  Issuer's  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  indicate 


that  the  Issuer  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  any  Federal  statute. 

Item  "D”. — Appropriate  disclosm-e  shall 
also  be  made  as  to  the  material  effects  that 
compliance  with  Federal,  State  and  local 
provisions  which  have  been  enacted  or 
adopted  regulating  the  discharge  of  material 
into  the  environment,  or  otherwise  relating 
to  the  protection  of  the  environment,  may 
have  upon  the  capital  expenditures,  earnings 
and  competitive  position  of  the  registrant 
and  its  subsidiaries.  Registrant  shall  disclose 
any  material  estimated  capital  expenditures 
for  environmental  control  faculties  for  the 
remainder  of  its  current  fiscal  year  and  its 
succeeding  fiscal  year;  and  such  further 
periods  as  the  registrant  may  deem  material. 

4.  By  adding  Instruction  “A”  and  In¬ 
struction  “C”  as  to  Exhibits  in  I  249.312 
as  follows: 

§  249.312  Form  12— K,  annual  report 
for  issuers  which  file  reports  with 
certain  other  federal  ageneies. 

Instruction  "A"  as  to  Exhibits. — A  list  of 
the  registrant’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  indicate 
that  the  registrant  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  any  Federal  statute  and  setting 
forth  as  to  each  such  report  (1)  the  general 
nature  of  the  environmental  standard  in¬ 
volved  (e.g.,  air  quality  or  water  quality) ; 
(2)  the  identity  and  address  of  the  person 
with  whom  the  report  was  filed;  (3)  the  date 
of  the  report;  and  (4)  any  other  informa¬ 
tion  necessary  to  sufficiently  identify  the  re¬ 
port  to  enable  an  interested  party  to  inspect 
or  acquire  the  report  from  the  recipient 
agency. 

Instruction  “C”. — ^If  the  registrant  has 
filed  an  exhibit  to  this  report  pursuant  to 
Instruction  A,  a  statement  shall  be  provided 
in  the  report  Indicating  that  the  registrant 
has  filed  as  an  exhibit  to  the  report  a  list 
of  the  issuer’s  most  recently  filed  environ¬ 
mental  compliance  reports  which  indicate 
that  the  issuer  has  not  met,  at  any  time 
within  the  past  12  months,  any  applicable 
environmental  standard  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  any  Federal  statute. 

[FR  Doc.75-29902  Filed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[  13  CFR  Part  113  ] 

NONDISCRIMINATION  IN  FINANCIAL 
ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Proposed  Inclusion  of  a  Prohibition  Against 
Discrimination  in  Credit  by  Recipient 
Creditors  by  Reason  of  Marital  Status 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Small 
Business  Administration  proposes  to 
amend  its  nondiscrimination  r^uire- 
ments  in  13  CFR  Part  113.  Interested 
parties  may  on  or  before  December  8, 
1975,  submit  written  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment.  Please  send  comments 
to  the  Compliance  Division,  Room  326, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  “L” 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

This  amendment  prohibits  discrimina¬ 
tion  based  on  marital  status  by  recipients 
of  Federal  financial  assistance.  Such  dis¬ 
crimination  is  contrary  to  Federal  Law 
•and  policy. 

Accordingly,  Part  113  of  Chapter  I  of 
Title  13  CFR  is  hereby  amended  by: 

§  113.1  [Amended] 

1.  Amending  §  113.1(a)  by  inserting  on 
line  16  after  the  word  “sex”  the  words 
“marital  status.” 

2.  Adding  §  113.3(d) 

§  113.3  Discrimination  prohibited. 

•  *  *  •  « 

(d)  With  regard  to  all  recipients  offer¬ 
ing  credit,  such  as  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Companies  and  Community  Devel¬ 
opment  Companies,  to  discriminate 
against  debtors  on  the  basis  of  race, 
color,  religion,  sex,  marital  status  or  na¬ 
tional  origin. 

§  113.3—1  [.\mended] 

3.  Amending  §  113.3-1  (a)  by  inserting 
on  lines  3, 10,  and  13  after  the  word  “sex” 
the  words  “marital  stattis.” 

§  113.5  [.Amerfded] 

4.  Amending  §  113.5(d)  (2)  by  insert¬ 
ing  on  line  8  after  the  word  “sex”  the 
words  “marital  status.” 

Dated:  October  16, 1975, 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 
[PR  Doc.75-29824  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 
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notkes 


This  ssction  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  rrteetings,  agency  decisioits  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-6/1211 

OVERSEAS  SCHOOLS  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Overseas  Schools  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil,  Department  of  State,  will  hold  its 
a.nniiai  meeting  on  Wednesday,  Decem¬ 
ber  10,  1975,  9:30  a.m.  in  Conference 
Room  1206,  Department  of  State  build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C. 

Agenda  items  scheduled  for  discussion 
are  as  follows: 

I.  Welcome  and  Introduction  of 
Members. 

n.  Greetings  from  Department  of 
State. 

in.  Report  of  Action  of  Executive 
Committee  Meeting  of  May  13, 1975. 

rv.  Progress  Report  of  Coimcil’s  1974 ' 

1975  “Fair  Share”  Program  and  1975/ 

1976  “Pair  Share”  Presentation. 

V.  Status  of  Local  Fund-Raising  Ef¬ 
forts  by  the  Overseas  Schools. 

VL  Report  of  /I/D/E/A/’s  Activities. 

vn.  Futiure  Council  ActMties. 

A.  Recommendations  of  Study  Group, 
Giving  Consideration  to  Suggestions  from 
Overseas  Schools,  0£Bce  of  Overseas 
Schools  of  Department  of  State  and 
XI/D/E/A/. 

"B.  Discussion  of  Letter  to  Be  Sent  to 
Schools  Regarding  Next  Phase  of  Coun¬ 
cil’s  Activities. 

C.  Scope  of  Information  and  Assist¬ 
ance  to  Be  Provided  to  U.S.  Corporate 
-  and  Foundation  Community  and  to 
Schools. 

Since  the  meeting  will  be  conducted  in 
a  secure  building  and  space  is  limited, 
members  of  the  public  desiring  to  attend 
the  meeting  should  call  Ms.  Judy  Knott, 
OfBce  of  Overseas  Schools,  Department 
of  State,  Washington,  D.C.,  Area  Code 
703-235-9601,  to  arrange  attendance. 

Dated:  October  28, 1975. 

Ernest  N.  Mannino, 
Executive  Secretary, 
Overseas  Schools  Advisory  Council. 

[PB  Doc.75-29826  Piled  ll-5-76;8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
IDAHO 

Small  Tract  Classification 
1.  Pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the  Taylor 
Grazing  Act  of  June  28, 1934,  as  amended 
(43  U.S.C.  315(f))  the  lands  described 
below  are  hereby  opened  and  classified 
for  lease  or  sale  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938  (52 
Stat.  609,  43  U.S.C,  682a),  as  amended: 


Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
T.  48  N.,  B.  3  E., 

Sec.  10,  A  tract  of  land  described  as  follows : 

Beginning  at  a  point  located  1380  feet 
south  51°30'  east  of  the  section  corner 
common  to  sections  3,  4,  9  and  10,  T. 
48  N.,  B.  3  E.,  Boise  Meridian,  which  is 
Comer  No.  1,  thence  south  10*  east, 
865  feet  to  Corner  No.  2;  thence  south 
56*30'  east.  90  feet  to  Corner  No.  3; 
thence  north,  450  feet  to  Corner  No.  4; 
thence  east,  270  feet  to  Corner  No.  5 
on  line  3-4  of  the  Bolling  Stone  Lode, 
Mineral  Survey  3423;  thence  north  40° 
west,  740  feet  along  line  3-4  of  the 
Bolling  Stone  Lode,  Mineral  Survey 
3423  to  Corner  No.  6;  thence  south  30* 
west,  110  feet  to  Corner  No.  1,  the  point 
of  beginning. 

The  area  described  contains  approximately 
4.60  acres,  more  or  less. 

2.  Classification  of  the  above  described 
lands  by  this  order  segregates  them  from 
all  appropriations,  including  locations 
imder  the  mining  laws,  but  not  from 
leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

3.  There  is  one  preference  right  appli¬ 
cant  for  the  designated  tract.  The  pref¬ 
erence  right  applicant  will  be  offered  the 
tract  by  direct  lease  or  sale  at  the  ap¬ 
praised  value. 

Wm.  L.  Mathews, 
State  Director. 

[FB  Doc.75-29860  Piled  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  BOARD  FOR  WILD 
FREE-ROAMING  HORSES  AND  BURROS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

October  29,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  National 
Advisory  Board  for  Wild  Free-Roaming 
Horses  and  Burros  will  hold  a  meeting 
on  December  5  and  6,  1975,  at  the  Naval 
Weapons  Center,  China  Lake,  California. 
The  agenda  includes: 

Friday,  December  5 — (1)  The  ecologi¬ 
cal  impact  of  wild  horses  on  the  public 
lands;  (2)  the  ecological  impact  of  wild 
burros  on  the  public  lands;  (3)  burros 
on  and  adjacent  to  the  Naval  Weapons 
Center;  (4)  presentations  by  conserva¬ 
tion,  wild  horse  and  burro,  livestock,  and 
wildlife  organizations;  (5)  burro  re¬ 
search;  (6)  wild  horses  in  the  Cfiiallls 
EIS;  (7)  agency  reports;  (8)  public 
comment;  and  (9)  Advisory  Board  dis¬ 
cussion  and  recommendations. 

Saturday,  December  6 — An  aerial  and 
ground  tour  of  lands  administered  by  the 
Naval  Weapons  Center,  National  Park 
Service,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement.  The  tour  will  leave  the  Naval 
Weapons  Center  at  8  a.m.  Individuals 
desiring  to  participate  in  the  field  trip 
other  than  official  participants  will  ar¬ 
range  for  their  own  transportation  and 
limch. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Time  has  been  set  aside  beginning  at  3 : 30 


p.m.,  September  5,  for  brief  statements 
by  members  of  the  public.  Those  persons 
wishing  to  make  an  oral  statement  must 
inform  the  Director  (330),  Biureau  of 
Land  Managmeent,  in  writing  prior  to 
the  meeting  of  the  Board.  One  written 
copy  of  all  oral  statements  identifying 
the  author  is  desired  to  provide  a  record 
for  the  minutes.  Any  interested  person 
may  file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Board  for  its  consideration.  Written 
statements  may  be  submitted  at  the 
meeting  or  mailed  to  the  Director  (330) , 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20240. 

Additional  details  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Federal 
Building,  2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento, 
California  95825. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  60  days  after 
the  meeting  at  the  Office  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor  (330),  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

George  L.  Torcott, 
Associate  Director. 

[FB  Doc .75-2982 1  FUed  11-5-75; 8: 45  am) 

SALEM  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice  is  here  by  given  that  the  Salem 
District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board  will 
meet  on  December  11,  1975,  commenc¬ 
ing  at  9  a.m.,  in  the  Ftlngle  Park  Com¬ 
munity  Building,  Winter  and  Oak 
Streets,  Salem,  Oregon.  The  Agenda  for 
the  meeting  includes  election  of  a  chair¬ 
man  and  vice-chairman;  reports  on  the 
proposed  Crabtree  Lake  Research  Na¬ 
tional  Area,  proposed  Valley  of  the 
Giants  Natural  Area,  Walter  Homing 
Tree  Seed  Orchard  programs,  timber 
reinventory,  allowable  cut  determina¬ 
tions,  and  environmental  impacts  on  re¬ 
source  programs.  Other  discussions  will 
concern  District  organization  and  ad¬ 
visory  board  functions  and  procedures. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
It  will  be  held  in  a  room  accommodating 
60  people.  In  addition  to  discussion  of 
agenda  topics  by  board  members,  there 
will  be  time  for  brief  statements  on 
agenda  topics  by  nonmembers.  Persons 
wishing  to  make  oral  statements  should 
so  advise  the  Salem  District  Manager 
prior  to  the  meeting.  Written  statements 
for  consideration  by  the  board  should  be 
sent  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  3227, 
Salem,  Oregon  97302. 

B.  T.  Vladimiroff, 
Salem  District  Manager. 

October  28,  1975. 

(FB  Doc.75-29820  Plied  11-5-75:8:45  amj 
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ROGUE  RIVER,  OREGON 
Amended  Recreational  Use  Controls 
October  30.  1975. 

Notice  of  the  establishment  of  recrea¬ 
tional  use  controls  relating  to  commer¬ 
cial  operations  on  the  Rogue  River  Wild 
Area  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  December  3, 1974  (39  FR  41869) . 

The  pui’pose  of  this  document  is  to 
provide  notice  of  an  amendment  to  that 
section  of  the  use  controls  which  estab¬ 
lished  a  maximum  permitted  camping 
party  size  of  20  people,  so  far  as  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  is  involved.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  permit  an  increase  of  maximum 
camping  party  size  from  20  to  24  people 
under  Federal  regulations. 

The  section  entitled  “Seasonal  Restric¬ 
tions”  is  amended  by  revising  the  first 
paragraph  as  follows; 

Seasonal  Restrictions 

Summer  season.  (From  the  Friday  preced¬ 
ing  Memorial  Day  through  Labor  Day)  not 
more  than  three  camping  parties  will  launch 
per  day:  Two  parties  not  exceeding  24  people 
each,  and  one  party  not  exceeding  ten  people, 
including  guides.  The  maximum  camping 
party  size  Is  24. 

This  amendment  has  no  effect  what¬ 
ever  on  regulations  of  the  Oregon  State 
Marine  Board. 

This  notice  shall  become  effective  on 
November  6, 1975. 

E.  J.  Petersen, 
Acting  BLM  State  Director. 

Frank  J.  Kopeckv, 

Acting  USFS  Regional  Forester. 

(FR  Doc.75-29822  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am| 

OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  OFF 
SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA 

Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale  No.  35 

December  11, 1975. 

1.  Authority.  This  notice  is  published 
pursuant  to  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Lands  Act  (43  U.S.C.  1331-1343)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  (43  CFR 
Part  3300) . 

2.  Bid  Filing.  Sealed  bids  will  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Manager,  Pacific  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  300  North  Los  Angeles 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  California  90012, 
either  in  person  or  by  mall  imtil  9:30 
a.m.,  p.s.t.,  December  11,  1975,  for  the 
oil  and  gas  lease  sale  described  in  para¬ 
graph  13  herein,  in  areas  of  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  adjacent  to  the  State 
of  California.  Bids  delivered  in  person 
to  the  Manager  will  be  received  at  his 
office  at  the  aforementioned  address 
through  4  p.m.,  p.s.t.,  on  December  10, 
1975,  or  at  the  Regency  West  Ro<Mn  of 
the  Hyatt  Regency  Hotel,  711  S.  Hope 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  California  90012,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8  a.m.,  p:s.t.,  and 
9:30  a.m.,  p.s.t.,  on  December  11,  1975. 
Bids  may  not  be  modified  or  withdrawm 
unless  written  modification  or  with¬ 
drawal  is  received  by  the  Manager  prior 
to  9:30  a.m.,  p.s.t.,  on  December  11, 1975. 
All  bids  must  be  submitted  and  will  be 
considered  In  accordance  with  applica- 


NOTICES 

ble  regulations,  including  43  CFR  3300, 
3300.1,  3302.1,  3302.3,  3302.4,  3302.5  and 
3305.  Particular  attention  is  directed  to 
the  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
Vol.  40,  No.  191,  page  45171,  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1975,  entitled  Qualified  Joint 
Bidders  which  amended  43  CFR  3302.3. 
Persons  who  are  on  a  list  of  restricted 
joint  bidders  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  that  regulation  or 
whose  status  is  determined  to  be  re¬ 
stricted  prior  to  the  date  of  the  sale  will 
be  disqualified  from  bidding  jointly  with 
others  on  the  list. 

adopAua  paiuas  b  ui  piq  s^Biudas  v  ’S 
must  be  submitted  for  each  tract.  The 
envelope  should  be  labeled  “Sealed  Bid 
for  Oil  and  Gas  Lease  (Insert  number  of 
tract),  not  to  be  opened  until  10  a.m., 
p.s.t.,  December  11,  1975.”  A  suggested 
bid  form  is  showm  in  paragraph  15.  Bid¬ 
ders  must  submit  with  each  bid  one-fifth 
of  the  cash  bonus  in  cash  or  by  cashier’s 
check,  bank  draft,  certified  check,  or 
money  order,  payable  to  the  order  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management.  Oil  pay¬ 
ment,  overriding  royalty,  logarithmic  or 
sliding  scale  bids  may  not  be  submitted. 
No  bid  for  less  than  a  full  tract  as  listed 
in  paragraph  18  will  be  considered.  Bid- 
diers  are  warned  against  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  1860  in  Title  18  U.S.C.  prohibiting 
unlawful  combination  or  intimidation  of 
bidders. 

4.  Bids  submitted  on  all  tracts  to  be 
offered  at  this  sale  must  be  on  a  cash 
bonus  bid  basis  with  a  fixed  royalty  of 
16-;;  percent,  except  for  tracts  35-254, 
35-261,  and  35-262  which  must  be  on  a 
cash  bonus  bid  basis  with  a  fixed  royalty 
of  331/3  percent.  Leases  which  may  be 
issued  w'ill  provide  for  a  yearly  rental 
or  minimum  royalty  of  $3  per  acre  or 
fraction  thereof.  Companies  submitting 
joint  bids  must  express  on  the  bid  form 
the  proportionate  interest  of  each  com¬ 
pany  participating  in  that  joint  bid  in  a 
percent  to  a  maximum  of  five  decimal 
places,  as  well  as  submit  a  sworn  state¬ 
ment  that  the  bid  is  not  disqualified  im- 
der  43  CFR  3302.3-4(c) . 

5.  Each  bidder  must  have  submitted 
by  9:30  a.m.,  p.s.t.,  December  11,  1975, 
the  certification  required  by  41  CFR  60- 
1.7(b)  and  Executive  Order  No.  11246  of 
September  34,  1965,  as  amended  by  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  No.  11375,  on  the  Compli¬ 
ance  Report  Certification  Form,  1140-8 
(November  1973)  and  the  Affirmative 
Action  Representation  Form,  Forai  1140- 
7  (December  1971) . 

6.  Tracts  being  offered  for  lease  may 
be  located  on  the  following  official  leasing 
maps: 

Outer  Continental  Shelf,  California, 
Channel  Island  Area  Leasing  Maps,  6A, 
6B,  6C,  6D,  and  6E,  a  set  of  5.  These 
maps  may  be  purchased  for  $5  per  set. 

7.  All  maps  and  forms  referred  to  above 
and  copies  of  the  lease  form  referred 
to  in  paragraph  12  of  this  notice  without 
the  modifications  and  stipulations  set  out 
in  that  paragraph  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Manager,  Pacific  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Office,  at  the  above  address. 

8.  Bid  opening.  Bids  will  be  opened  on 
December  11,  1975,  beginning  at  10  a.m., 
p.s.t.,  in  the  Regency  West  Room,  Hyatt 


Regency  Hotel  at  the  above  address.  The 
opening  of  bids  is  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  publicly  announcing  and  recording 
bids  received  and  no  bids  will  be  accepted 
or  rejected  at  that  time.  If  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  prohibited  for  any  reason  from 
opening  any  bid  before  midnight,  De¬ 
cember  11,  1975,  that  bid  will  be  re¬ 
turned  unopened  to  the  bidder  as  soon 
thereafter  as  possible. 

9.  Any  cash,  checks,  drafts  or  money 
orders  submitted  with  the  bids  may  be 
deposited  in  a  suspense  account  in  tlie 
Treasury  during  the  period  the  bids  are 
being  considered.  Such  a  deposit  does  not 
constitute  and  shall  not  be  construed 
as  acceptance  of  any  bids  on  behalf  of 
the  United  States. 

10.  Acceptance  or  rejection  of  bids.  No 
bid  for  any  tract  will  be  accepted  and 
no  lease  for  any  tract  will  be  awarded 
to  any  bidder  unless; 

(1)  The  bidder  has  complied  with  all 
requirements  of  this  notice  and  appli¬ 
cable  regulations: 

(2)  His  bid  is  the  highest  valid  cash 
bonus  bid;  and 

(3)  The  amount  of  the  bid  has  been 
determined  to  be  adequate  by  the  United 
States. 

No  bid  will  be  considered  for  accept¬ 
ance  unless  it  offers  a  cash  bonus  in  the 
amount  of  $25  or  more  per  acre  or  frac¬ 
tion  thereof.  The  United  States  reserves 
the  right  to  reject  any  bid  submitted, 
including,  but  not  by  way  of  limitation, 
the  right  to  reject  any  bid  for  inade¬ 
quacy  even  though  the  cash  bonus  bid 
is  in  the  amoimt  of  $25  or  more  per 
acre  or  fraction  thereof. 

11.  The  successful  bidders  for  tracts 
in  this  sale  will  be  required  to  execute 
copies  of  the  lease  specified  below,  pay 
the  balance  of  the  cash  bonus  bid  to¬ 
gether  w'ith  the  first  year’s  annual  rental 
and  satisfy  the  bonding  requirements  set 
forth  in  43  CFR  3304.1  within  the  time 
frame  provided  in  43  CFR  3302.5. 

12.  Lease  terms  and  stipulations. 
Leases  issued  as  a  result  of  this  sale  will 
be  on  Form  3300-1  (February  1971),  as 
modified  in  accordance  with  this  para¬ 
graph,  and  will  contain  one  or  more  of 
the  following  stipulations  and  will  ex¬ 
clude  the  following  language  from  sec¬ 
tion  3(a)(1),  paragraph  3,  sentence  2 
of  Form  3300-1,  “*  *  *  and  gas  used 
for  purpioses  of  production  from  and 
operations  upon  the  leased  area  or  un- 
voidably  lost  •  * 

Stipulation  No.  1.  (To  apply  to  all 
leases  resulting  from  this  lease  sale) . 

(a)  If  the  Supervisor,  having  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  a  site,  structure,  or  object  of  his¬ 
torical  or  archeological  significance,  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  “cultural  resource”  may 
exist  In  the  lease  area,  shall,  within  one  year 
from  the  effective  date  of  this  lease,  give 
the  lessee  written  notice  that  the  lessor  Is 
Invoking  the  provisions  of  this  stipulation, 
the  lessee  shall  Immediately  upon  receipt  of 
such  notice  comply  with  the  following  re¬ 
quirements: 

Prior  to  any  drilling  activity  or  the  con¬ 
struction  or  placement  of  any  structure  for 
exploration  or  development  on  the  lease. 
Including,  but  not  limited  to,  well  drilling 
and  pipeline  and  platform  placement,  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  “operation”,  the  lessee 
shall  conduct  geophysical  surveys  to  deter- 
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mine  the  potential  existence  of  any  cultural 
resource  that  may  be  affected  by  such  opera¬ 
tion.  If  such  geophysical  surveys  show 
anomalies  that  suggest  the  potential  exist¬ 
ence  of  a  cultural  resource  that  may  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  any  lease  operation,  the 
lessee  shall: 

(1)  relocate  the  site  of  such  operation  so 
as  not  to  adversely  affect  the  anomaly  identi¬ 
fied;  or  (2)  establish,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Supervisor,  on  the  basis  of  s"  archeologi¬ 
cal  survey  conducted  by  a  qualified  marine 
archeological  surveyor  using  such  survey 
equipment  and  techniques  as  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  by  said  marine  archeological  surveyor, 
either  that  such  operation  will  not  adversely 
affect  the  anomaly  Identified  or  that  the 
potential  cultural  resource  suggested  by  the 
occurrence  of  the  anomaly  does  not  exist. 

All  data  obtained  in  the  course  of  any  geo¬ 
physical  or  archeological  surveys  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  hereof  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Supervisor  with  any  appli¬ 
cation  by  the  lessee  for  drilling  or  other 
activity.  After  consideration  of  such  data,  the 
Supervisor  will  prepare  a  report  on  his  deter¬ 
mination  regarding  the  existence  of  and  need 
for  protection  of  any  potential  cultural  re¬ 
source,  and  shall  forward  such  report  to  the 
Manager,  Pacific  OCS  OfiBce,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  for  his  review  and  recommen¬ 
dations.  Upon  consideration  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations,  If  any,  of  the  Manager,  Pacific 
OCS  Office,  the  Supervisor  will  prepare  a  final 
report,  a  coy  of  which  shall  be  supplied 
to  the  lessee.  Should  the  Supervisor  deter¬ 
mine  in  his  report,  contrary  to  the  conten¬ 
tions  of  the  lessee,  that  the  existence  of  a 
cultural  resource  which  may  be  adversely 
affected  by  such  operation  is  sufficiently 
established  to  warrant  protection,  the  lessee 
shall  take  no  action  that  may  result  in  an 
adverse  effect  on  such  cultural  resource  until 
the  Supervisor  has  given  directions  as  to  Its 
disposition.* 

The  lessee  agrees  that,  if  any  site,  struc- 
ure,  or  object  of  historical  or  archeological 
significance,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “cul- 
tmal  resource”,  should  be  discovered  during 
the  conduct  of  any  operations  on  the  leased 
area,  he  shall  report  immediately  such  find¬ 
ings  to  the  Supervisor,  and  make  every  rea¬ 
sonable  effort  to  preserve  and  protect  the 
cultural  resource  from  damage  until  the 
Supervisor  has  given  directions  as  to  its 
disposition. 

(b)  Structures  for  drilling  or  production. 
Including  pipelines,  shall  be  kept  to  the 
minimum  necessary  for  proper  exploration, 
development  and  production  and  to  the 
greatest  extent  consistent  therewith,  shall 
be  placed  so  as  not  to  Interfere  with  other 
significant  uses  of  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  including  commercial  fishing.  To  this 
end,  no  structvure  for  drilling  or  production, 
including  pipelines,  may  be  placed  on  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  until  the  Super¬ 
visor  has  found  that  the  structure  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  proper  exploration,  development, 
and  production  of  the  leased  area  and  that  no 
reasonable  alternative  placement  would 
cause  less  interference  with  other  significant 
uses  of  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  including 
commercial  fishing.  The  lessee’s  exploratory 
and  development  plans,  filed  under  30  CFB 
250.34,  shall  identify  the  anticipated  place¬ 
ment  and  grouping  of  necessary  structxu^s, 
including  pipelines,  showing  how  such  place¬ 
ment  and  grouping  will  have  the  minimum 
practicable  effect  on  the  other  significant 
uses  of  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf,  Includ¬ 
ing  commercial  fishing. 


•Adversely  affected  sites  which  may  be 
eligible  for  inclusion  on  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places  toitt  be  handled  according 
to  procedures  outlined  in  36  CFR  Part  800 
(1974). 


Stipulation  No.  2.  (To  apply  to  all 
leases  resulting  from  this  lease  sale.) 

The  lessee  shall  have  the  pollution  con¬ 
tainment  and  removal  equipment  available 
as  required  by  OCS  Order  No.  7  of  June  1, 
1971,  as  may  be  amended.  Prior  to  drilling, 
the  lessee  shall  demonstrate  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Area  Supervisor,  U.S.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey,  that  said  oil  spill  containment 
and  removal  equipment  is  adequate  and  de¬ 
ployable  in  sufficient  time  to  prevent  to  the 
maximum  extent  possible  using  the  best 
available  technology  and  all  reasonable  care, 
spill  damage  to  Areas  of  Special  Biological 
Significance  (ASBS),  marine  life  refuges 
and/or  ecological  reserves  which  occur  in 
closest  proximity  to  the  planned  production 
area(s) .  In  the  event  of  a  significant  oil  spill 
as  defined  by  OCS  Order  No.  7,  or  an  oil  spill 
of  any  size  or  quantity  which  cannot  be  im¬ 
mediately  controlled,  the  operator  shall  Im¬ 
mediately  notify  the  Supervisor  and  deploy 
the  appropriate  equipment  to  the  site  of  the 
oil  spill,  unless,  because  of  weather  and  at¬ 
tendant  safety  of  personnel  the  Supervisor 
shall  modify  this  requirement. 

Stipulation  No.  3.  (To  apply  to  all 
leases  resulting  from  this  lease  sale.) 

(a)  Should  any  new  areas  of  special  bio¬ 
logical  significance  be  discovered  within  two 
(2)  years  of  the  lease  sale  or  as  a  result  of 
BLM  Baseline  Studies,  whichever  termin¬ 
ates  first,  the  lease  block(s)  or  portloh(s) 
thereof  containing  these  areas  and  appro¬ 
priate  buffer  zones  shall  be  explored  and  de¬ 
veloped  using  the  best  available  technology 
and  all  reasonable  care,  to  prevent,  to  the 
maxlmvun  extent  possible,  detrimental  Im¬ 
pact  upon  such  areas.  The  term  ‘‘best  avail¬ 
able  technology”  as  used  In  this  paragraph 
means  technology  the  use  of  which  by  the 
lessee  is  practical  and  economically  feasible, 
as  determined  by  the  Supervisor. 

(b)  If  within  the  above  specified  time 
limit,  the  Supervisor  has  reason  to  believe 
that  such  a  site  of  special  biological  signifi¬ 
cance  may  exist  In  the  lease  area,  (see  3a) 
he  shall  give  the  lessee  written  notice  that 
the  lessor  is  Invoking  the  provisions  of  this 
stipulation,  the  lessee  shall  Immediately 
upon  receipt  of  such  notice  comply  with 
the  following  requirements:  prior  to  any 
drilling  activity  or  the  construction  or  place¬ 
ment  of  any  structure  for  exploration  or  de- 
velc^ment  on  lease  areas  Including,  but  not 
limited  to.  well  drilling  and  pipeline  and 
platform  placement,  hereinsifter  referred  to 
as  “operation”,  the  lessee  shall  conduct  site 
specific  surveys,  as  approved  by  the  Supervi¬ 
sor,  to  determine  the  potential  existence  of 
any  unique  biological  resource  that  may  be 
adversely  affected  by  any  lease  operation.  If 
such  surveys  show  anomalies  that  suggest  the 
potential  existence  of  a  unique  biological 
resource  that  may  be  adversely  affected  by 
any  lease  operation,  the  lessee  shall: 

(1)  relocate  the  site  of  such  operation  so 
as  not  to  adversely  affect  the  anomaly  iden¬ 
tified;  or  (2)  establish,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Supervisor,  on  the  basis  of  the  site-spe¬ 
cific  sxurvey,  either  that  such  operation  will 
not  adversely  affect  the  anomaly  Identified 
or  that  the  potential  biological  resource  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  occurrence  of  the  anomaly  does 
not  exist. 

All  data  obtained  In  the  comse  of  any  bio¬ 
logical  surveys  conducted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  hereof  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Supervisor  with  any  application  by  the  lessee 
for  drilling  or  other  activity,  with  a  copy  to 
the  Manager,  Pacific  <X:S  Office.  The  Super¬ 
visor  will  prepare  a  final  report,  a  copy  of 
which  shall  be  supplied  to  the  lessee.  Should 
the  Supervisor  determine  in  his  report,  con¬ 
trary  to  the  contentions  of  the  lessee,  that 
the  existence  of  a  biological  resource  which 


may  be  adversely  affected  by  such  operations 
is  sufficiently  established  to  warrant  protec-' 
tion,  the  lessee  shall  take  no  action  that  may 
result  In  an  adverse  effect  on  such  resource 
until  the  Supervisor  has  given  the  lessee  di¬ 
rections  with  respect  to  Its  disposition. 

(c)  The  lessee  agrees  that,  if  any  site, 
strucure,  or  object  of  biological  significance 
should  be  discovered  during  the  conduct  of 
any  operations  on  the  leased  area,  he  shall 
report  immediately  such  findings  to  the 
Supervisor,  and  make  every  reasonable  effort 
to  preserve  and  protect  the  resource  from 
damage  until  the  Supervisor  has  given  the 
lessee  directions  with  respect  to  its 
disposition. 

Stipulation  No.  4.  (In  order  to  indem¬ 
nify  and  save  harmless  the  United 
States,  the  following  stipulation  will  ap¬ 
ply  to  leases  resulting  from  this  lease 
sale  in  tract  numbers  35-21,  35-25  thru 
35-60  in  the  Santa  Rosa-Cortes  North 
area,  tract  numbers  35-61  thru  35-171  in 
the  Santa  Rosa-Cortes  South  Area,  and 
tract  numbers  35-179,  35-185,  35-196 
and  35-203  in  the  Santa  Barbara-Santa 
Catalina  area) . 

Whether  or  not  compensation  for  such 
damage  or  injury  might  be  due  under  a 
theory  of  strict  or  absolute  liability  or  other¬ 
wise,  the  lessee  assumes  all  risks  of  damage 
or  Injury  to  persons  or  property,  which  oc¬ 
curs  in,  on,  or  above  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf,  to  any  person  or  persons  or  to  any 
property  of  any  person  or  persons  who  are 
agents,  employees  or  invitees  of  the  lessee, 
its  agents,  independent  contractors  or  sub¬ 
contractors  doing  business  with  the  lessee 
in  connection  with  any  activities  being  per¬ 
formed  by  the  lessee  in,  on,  or  above  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf,  if  such  injury  or 
damage  to  such  person  or  property  occurs 
by  reason  of  the  activities  of  any  agency  of 
the  U.S.  government,  its  contractors  or  sub¬ 
contractors,  or  any  of  their  officers,  agents 
or  employees,  being  conducted  as  a  part  of, 
or  in  connection  with,  the  programs  and 
activities  of  the  Space  and  Missile  Test  Cen¬ 
ter  (SAMTEC),  the  Pacific  Missile  Test  Cen¬ 
ter  (PMTC),  or  other  appropriate  military 
agency. 

The  lessee  assumes  this  risk  whether  such 
injury  or  damage  is  caused  in  whole  or  in 
part  by  any  act  or  omission,  regardless  of 
negligence  or  fault,  of  the  United  States,  its 
contractors  or  subcontractors,  or  any  of  their 
officers,  agents,  or  employees.  The  lessee  fur¬ 
ther  agrees  to  indemnify  and  save  harmless 
the  United  States  against  all  claims  for  loss, 
damage,  or  Injury  sustained  by  the  les.see, 
and  to  Indemnify  and  save  harmless  the 
United  States  against,  all  claims  for  loss, 
damage,  or  Injury  sustained  by  the  agents, 
employees,  or  invitees  of  the  lessee,  its  agents 
or  any  Independent  contractors  or  subcon¬ 
tractors  doing  business  with  the  lessee  of  the 
aforementioned  mlUtary  installations  and 
agencies,  whether  the  same  be  caused  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  the  negligence  or  fault  of 
the  United  States,  its  contractors,  or  sub¬ 
contractors,  or  any  of  their  officers,  agents, 
or  employees  and  whether  such  claims  might 
be  sustained  under  theories  of  strict  or  ab¬ 
solute  liability  or  otherwise. 

Stipulation  No.  5.  (The  following  stip¬ 
ulation  will  apply  to  all  leases  resulting 
from  this  lease  sale  in  tract  numbers 
35-21,  35-25  thru  35-60  in  the  Santa 
Rosa  Cortes  North  area,  tract  numbers 
35-61  thru  35-171  in  the  Santa  Rosa- 
Cortes  South  area  and  tract  numbers 
35-179,  35-185,  35-196,  and  35-203  in 
the  l^nta  Barbara-Santa  Catalina 
area) , 
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(a)  The  lessee  agrees  that  when  operating 
or  causing  to  be  operating  on  Its  behalf  boat 
or  aircraft  traffic  into  individual  designated 
warning  areas,  the  lessee  shall  coordinate 
and  comply  with  instructions  from  the 
Commander  of  the  appropriate  onshore  mili¬ 
tary  installation  l.e.,  the  Space  and  Missile 
Test  Center  (SAMTEC),  the  Pacific  Missile 
Test  Center  (PMTC),  or  other  appropriate 
military  agency,  when  utilizing  an  individual 
designated  warning  area  prioT  to  commenc¬ 
ing  such  traffic.  Such  coordination  and  in¬ 
struction  will  provide  for  positive  control  of 
boats  and  aircraft  operating  into  the  warn¬ 
ing  areas  at  all  times. 

(b)  The  lessee,  recognizing  that  mineral 
explorations  and  exploitation  and  recovery 
operations  on  the  leased  areas  of  submerged 
lands  can  impede  tactical  military  opera¬ 
tions,  hereby  recognizes  and  agrees  that  the 
United  States  reserves  and  has  the  right  to 
temporarily  suspend  operations  of  the  lessee 
under  thLs  lease  in  the  interests  of  national 
security  requirements.  Such  temporary  sus¬ 
pension  of  operations,  including  the  evacua¬ 
tion  of  personnel,  and  appropriate  sheltering 
of  personnel  not  evacuated,  (an  appropriate 
shelter  shall  mean  the  protection  of  all  lessee 
personnel  for  the  entire  duration  of  any  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  activity  from  flying  or 
falling  objects  or  substances)  will  come  into 
effect  upon  the  order  of  the  Commander, 
Space  and  Missile  Test  Center  (SAMTEC)  or 
his  authorized  designee,  the  Pacific  Missile 
Test  Center  (PMTC),  or  higher  authority, 
that  national  security  interests  necessitate 
such  action.  It  is  understood  that  any  tem¬ 
porary  svispension  of  operations  ordered  by 
said  official  may  not  exceed  seventy-two 
hours,  however,  any  suspension  may  be  ex¬ 
tended  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
During  such  periods  equipment  may  remain 
in  place. 

(c)  The  lessee  agrees  to  control  his  own 
electromagnetic  emissions  and  those  of  his 
agents,  employees.  Invitees,  independent  con¬ 
tractors  or  subcontractors  emanating  from 
individual  designated  defense  warning  areas 
in  accordance  with  requirements  specified  by 
the  Commander  of  the  appropriate  onshore 
military  installation  '.e.,  the  Space  and  Mis¬ 
sile  Test  Center  (SAMTEC).  and  the  Pacific 
Missile  Test  Center  (PMTC),  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  military  agency,  to  the  degree  neces¬ 
sary  to  prevent  damage  to,  or  unacceptable 
Interference  with.  Department  of  Defense 
flight,  testing  or  operational  activities  con¬ 
ducted  within  Individual  designated  warning 
areas.  Necessary  monitoring,  control,  and  co¬ 
ordination  with  the  lessee,  his  agents,  em¬ 
ployees,  invitees,  independent  contractors  or 
subcontractors,  will  be  effected  by  the  Com¬ 
mander  of  the  appropriate  onshore  military 
installation  conducting  operations  in  the  par¬ 
ticular  warning  area:  Provided,  however,  that 
control  of  such  electromagnetic  emissions 
shall  permit  at  least  one  continuous  channel 
of  communication  between  a  lessee,  its 
agents,  employees.  Invitees,  independent 
contractors  or  subcontractors  and  onshore 
facilities. 

Stipulation  No.  6.  (Portions  of  Tanner 
Bank  and  Cortes  Bank  are  (xinsidered  to 
be  unique  biological  areas.  To  protect 
them  the  following  stipulations  shall 
apply  to  all  leases  resulting  from  this 
lease  sale  in  tracts  numbered  35-104,  35- 
105,  35-114,  35-115,  35-156,  35-157,  35- 
159,  and  35-160  in  the  Santa  Rosa-Cortes 
South  area). 

The  Lessee  Agrees: 

(a)  Operations  in  the  zone  up  to  5  miles 
from  the  80  meter  isobath  around  these 
unique  biological  areas  are  restricted  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (1)  Drill  cuttings  and  drilling  muds 
must  be  disposed  of  by  barging  the  materials 


a  minimum  of  ten  miles  from  any  80  meter 
isobath  surrounding  areas  of  special  biologi¬ 
cal  significance.  Disposal  sites  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Area  Supervisor  USQS  and 
must  have  been  coordinated  with  BLM  and 
Pish  and  Wildlife  representatives.  (2)  Forma¬ 
tion  waters  must  be  analyzed  for  salinity, 
heavy  metals  and  hydrocarbons.  Toxicity 
tests  must  be  performed.  A  decision,  based 
upon  these  analyses  and  upon  the  volume 
of  discharge,  shall  then  be  made  by  the 
Area  Supervisor  USGS  as  to  whether  the  for¬ 
mation  waters  should  be  re-inJected  or  dis¬ 
charged  into  the  sea.  If  there  is  any  question 
regarding  the  effect  of  the  formation  water 
upon  local  marine  life,  the  formation  water 
shall  be  re-inJected.  The  Area  Supervisor  may 
also  elect  to  discharge  the  formation  water, 
but  require  the  use  of  diffusers. 

(b)  No  garbage,  untreated  sewage,  or  other 
solid  waste  shall  be  disposed  from  platforms, 
vessels  (workboats,  crew-boats,  supply  boats, 
pipe-laying  vessels)  involved  with  exploration 
and  development  operations  within  the  area 
on  each  bank  bounded  by  a  line  five  miles 
from  the  80  meter  isobath  around  these 
unique  biological  areas. 

( c )  No  drilling  permits  will  be  issued  by  the 
Supervisor  until  he  has  found  that  the 
lessee's  exploration  and  development  plan, 
filed  under  30  CFB  250.34  is  adequate.  As  a 
part  of  the  development  plan  a  monitoring 
program  must  be  Included.  The  monitoring 
program  will  be  designed  to  assess  the  effects 
of  oil  and  gas  exploration  and  development 
operations  on  the  viability  of  these  areas.  The 
program  will  be  designed,  performed  and 
financed  by  BLM,  with  the  aid  of  qualified. 
Independent  scientists  when  ne^iessary.  The 
monitoring  team  will  be  available  at  the  time 
OCS  operations  in  the  area  begin.  The  team 
will  submit  its  findings  on  a  regular  basis, 
or  immediately  in  the  case  of  imminent  dan¬ 
ger.  If  OCS  operations  are  shown  to  be  ad¬ 
versely  affecting  the  unique  areas,  the  lessee 
shall  immediately  cease  or  modify  his  opera¬ 
tions  to  halt  or  mitigate  such  adverse  effect. 

Stipulation  No.  7.  (The  following  stip¬ 
ulation  will  apply  to  all  leases  resulting 
from  this  lease  sale  in  tract  numbers 
35-243  thru  35-297  in  the  San  Pedro 
Bay  area.) 

The  lessee  agrees  that  in  order  to  control 
any  oil  spilled  as  a  result  of  lease  operations 
from  entering  Anaheim  and  Newport  Bays, 
the  best  available  technology  to  control  such 
oil  shall  be  used  and  shall  be  available  on  all 
fixed  or  mobile  structures  located  on  the 
lease  or  similar  safeguards  shall  be  available 
as  approved  by  the  supervisor. 

Stipulation  No.  8.  (The  following  stipu¬ 
lation  shall  apply  to  leases  resulting  from 
this  lease  sale  on  tract  numbers  35-21, 
and  35-25  thru  35-28  in  the  Santa  Rosa- 
Cortes  North  Area.) 

The  lessee  agrees  that  in  order  to  control 
any  oil  spilled  as  a  result  of  lease  operations 
from  entering  on  San  Miguel,  Santa  Rosa  and 
Santa  Cruz  Islands,  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  to  control  such  oil  shall  be  used  and 
shall  be  available  on  all  fixed  or  mobile 
structures  located  on  the  lease  or  similar  safe¬ 
guards  shall  be  available  as  approved  by  the 
supervisor. 

Stipulation  No.  9.  (The  following  stipu¬ 
lation  shall  apply  to  leases  resulting  from 
this  lease  sale  on  tract  numbers  35-180, 
35-181, 35-182,  35-185, 35-186,  35-187,  35- 
188,  35-196,  35-197,  35-203,  and  35-204  in 
the  Santa  Barbara-Catalina  Area.) 

The  lessee  agrees  that  in  order  to  control 
any  oU  spilled  as  a  result  of  lease  operations 
from  entering  on  Santa  Barbara  Island,  the 


best  available  technology  to  control  such  oil 
shall  be  used  and  shaU  be  available  on  all 
fixed  or  mobile  structures  located  on  the  lease 
or  similar  safeguards  shall  be  available  as 
approved  by  the  supervisor. 

Stipulation  No.  10.  (This  stipulation 
will  apply  to  all  leases  resulting  from  this 
lease  sale  in  tract  numbers  35-243  thru 
35-297  in  the  San  Pedro  Bay  area.) 

In  the  approval  of  exploration  and  de¬ 
velopment  plans,  including  the  installation 
of  platforms,  the  Supervisor  shall  require  the 
lessee  to  camouflage  all  structures  by  ap¬ 
propriate  painting. 

Tract  Description 

13.  The  tracts  offered  for  bid  are  as 
follows: 

Note:  There  is  a  hiatus  in  the  numbers 
of  the  tracts  listed.  Some  of  the  tracts 
identified  in  the  final  EIS  are  not  Included 
in  this  notice. 

C.\i.iroi{.M.\ 
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Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

3.'1-  21 .  . 

41 N  76W 

. . 

300 

3i>-lJ5 _ 

.  41N  72\V 

SEliSWJi. 

NEliSE'i, 

1, 440 

aV28 _ 

40N  77\V 

All . 

5,760 

3>J9. 

ION  76W 

NW'^NEJi, 
Sl^NE'i,  NW'i, 
S)1 

5, 100 

a')-3o. . . 

.  40N  75W 

m . 

2,880 

3.5-31 . 

.  40N  74W 

SE'.i'NE'i,  SH--- 

3,240 

35-32 . 

.  40N  73W 

NE>(,  EHNWM, 
SWJiNWJ'J,  8>5. 

5,400 

35-33 . 

.  40N  72\V 

All . 

5,760 

35-36 . 

.  39N  76W 

All . 

5.760 

35-37 . 

.  39N  75W 

All . 

5,760 

3.5-38 . 

.  39N  74W 

All . 

5,760 

3.5-39 . 

.  39N  73W 

All . 

6,760 

35-40 . 

.  39N  72W 

AU . 

8,760 

i5-44 . 

.  38N  74\V 

All . 

5,760 

35-45 . 

.  38N  73W 

All . 

5,760 

3.V46 . 

.  38N  72W 

All . 

5,760 

35-50 . 

.  37N  74W 

All . 

5,760 

3.5-.51 . 

.  37N  73W 

All . 

5,760 

35-5‘J _ _ _ 

.  37N  72W 

All . 

5, 760 

35-66 . 

.  36N  73W 

All . 

5,760 

35-57 . 

.  36N  72W 

All . 

5,760 

OC8  Official  Leasing  Map,  Channel  Islands 
Area  Map  6B 


[Approved  Aug.  8,  1966;  Revised  July  24,  1967j 


,  Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acrciige 

35  26 . 

41N  71W 

8)5NE>i,  8^5 . 

3,600 

35-27 . 

.  41 N  70W 

SJ^NE.U,  NWJi, 

SJ4. 

5,040 

35-34 . 

.  40N  71W 

All . 

.5,760 

35-35 . 

.  40N  70W 

All . 

5,760 

35-41 . 

.  39N  71W 

All . 

5, 760 

35-42 . . 

.  39N  70W 

All . 

5,760 

35-43 . . 

.  39N  69W 

All . 

5,760 

35-47 . . 

.  38N  71W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-48 _ ... 

.  38N  70\V 

AU . 

5,760 

35-49 . 

.  38N  69W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-.53 . 

.  37N  71W 

All . 

.  ,  5,760 

35-54 . 

.  37N  70W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-55 . 

.  37N  69W 

AU . 

5, 760 

35-.58 . 

.  36N  71W 

All . 

5,760 

35-59 . 

.  36N  70W 

All . 

5,760 

35-60 . 

.  36N  69W 

All . 

5,700 

35-172 . 

-  37N  55W 

All . 

5, 760 

35-173 . 

.  36N  55W 

AU . 

5, 760 

35-174 . 

.  36N  .54W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-175 . 

.  35N  55W 

All . 

5,760 

35-176 . 

.  35N  54W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-177. ---- 

.  35N  53W 

All . 

5,760 

5,760 

35-178 . 

.  35N  52W 

AU . 

35-179 . 

.  34N  57W 

All . 

6,760 

35-180 . 

.  34N  55W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-181 . 

-  34N  54W 

AU . 

8,760 

35-182 . 

.  34N  58W 

AU . 

8,760 

35-183 . 

.  34N  52W 

All . 

5,760 

35-184 . 

.  3iN  51W 

AU . 

8,760 
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OCS  Official  Leasing  Map,  Channel  Islands 
Area  Map  6B — Continued 


35-199  .  3>N  SOW 

3S-200  .  32N  49W 

35-201 .  32N  48W 

35-202  .  32N  47W 

35-203  .  31N  57W 

35-204 .  31 N  sow 

35-243  .  35N  41W 


35-244  .  35N  40W 

35-250  .  34N  41W 

35-351 . 34N  40W 

85-357  .  33N  41 W 

35-258 .  33N  40W 


All . 

All . 

All . 

N>^NW',,  SW‘4 
NW}4,  WHSWh' 

All . - . 

W^NWJi, 
SW»4NW>i,  SWli, 
WJ^SE';,,  SE'4 
SEVi. 

. 

All . 

AH . . 

All . 

All . 


5,760 

5,760 

.5,760 

1,800 

,5,760 

2,160 

2,880 


1,440 
.5,760 
.5,760 
5, 760 
5,760 


NOTICES 

OCS  Official  Leasing  Map,  Channel  Islands 
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Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

35-185 . 

33N 

57W 

All . 

5,760 

3V235 . 

.  SON  31W 

AU . 

6,760 

35-186 . 

33N 

55W 

NM . 

2,880 

35-286 . 

.  SON  SOW 

WHSWM . 

TM 

35-187 . 

.  33N 

54W 

NJ^NM . 

1, 440 

35-287 . 

.  29N  35W 

All . 

5,760 

35-188 . 

33N 

53W 

NH.  N^SE34, 

3,960 

35-288 . 

.  29N  34W 

All . 

6,760 

SEWSE)^. 

35-289 . 

.  29N  33W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-189 . 

33N 

52W 

All . 

5,760 

35-290 . 

.  29N  32W 

AU . 

6,760 

35-190 . 

33.N1 

51W 

All . 

5,760 

35-291 . 

.  29N  31W 

All . 

5,760 

35-191 . 

.  33.N 

SOW 

All . 

6,760 

35-292 . 

.  29N  30W 

SWMNBM,  NWM, 

4,680 

35-192 . 

.  33N 

49W 

All . 

5,760 

SVi. 

35-193 . 

.  33N 

48W 

All . 

.5,760 

35-293 . 

.  28N  34W 

AU . 

5,760 

35  194 . 

.  33N 

47W 

NJii,  SWM. 

5,400 

35-2m . 

.  •28N  33W 

All . 

5,760 

N}^SEt4,  SW'i 

35-295 . 

.  28N  32W 

AU . 

5,760 

SE>4 

35-296 . 

.  28N  31W 

All . 

5,760 

35-195 . 

.  33N 

46W 

N>^,  NJ-$SH . 

4.3-20 

35-297 . 

.  28.N  SOW 

All . 

5,760 

35-196 . 

.  32N 

57W 

All . 

5,760 

35-197 . 

.  32N 

56W 

NWJi,  W>$SWM... 

2,160 

35-198 . 

.  32N 

51W 

All . 

5,760 

OCS  Official  Leasing  Map,  Channel  Islands 
Area  Map  6‘C 


(Approved  Auk.  8,  19661 


Tract  No.  Block 


Description 


Acreage 


85-245 .  35N  39W 

85-246 .  35N  38W 

35-247  .  35N  37 W 

35-248......  35N  36W 

36N  36W 

35-252 .  34N  3tW 

85-253  .  34N  38W 

35-254 .  34N  37W 

35-255  .  34N  36W 

35-256  .  34N  35W 

35N  35W 


AlU. 

Ali>. 

All*. 

AU*. 

Ali.. 

All.. 

All... 

All.. 

All'. 


3,338 

5,011 

.5,395 

4,151 

5,760 

5,760 

5,760 

5,760 

4,125 


OCS  Official  Leasing  Map,  Channel  Islands 
Area  Map  6D 

(Approved  Anp.  8, 1966] 


85-259... 

..  33N  39W 

AU . . . . 

5,760 

85-260... 

..  33N  38W 

AU . . . 

5,760 

35-261... 

..  33N  37W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-262... 

..  33N  36W 

All . 

5,760 

35-263... 

..  33N  35W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-264... 

..  33N  34W 

SWJiNWH,  SWM, 

2,160 

sw;4SE3i4. 

35-265... 

..  32N  39W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-266... 

...  32N  38W 

AU . 

5,760 

5,780 

85-267... 

...  32N  37W 

All . 

85-268... 

...  32N  86W 

All . 

5,700 

85-269... 

...  32N  35W 

All . 

5,760 

85-270... 

...  32N  34W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-271... 

...  32N  33W 

SWKNEJi, 

WHNWti, 

4,320 

SEWNWJj,  SH- 

35-272... 

...  32N  32W 

NWHBW'i, 

1,080 

SJ^WJi. 

35-273... 

...  31N  37W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-274... 

...  31N  36W 

AU . 

5, 760 

85-275... 

...  31N  35W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-276... 

...  31N  34W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-277... 

...  3lN  33W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-278... 

...  31N  32W 

NWKNE^i, 

5,400 

S}^E}.i,  NW'4, 
SJ^. 

35-279.. 

...  31N  31W 

SWM,  SWJ^SEM.... 

1,800 

35-280.. 

...  SON  36W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-281.. 

...  SON  35W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-282.. 

...  30N  84W 

AU . . . 

5,760 

85-283.. 

...  SON  33W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-284.. 

...  30N  32W 

AU . 

5,760 

Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

35-61 . 

20N  &5W 

AU . 

5, 7t>0 

3V62 . 

20N  64W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-63 . 

20N  63W 

All . ; . 

.5, 76C 

35-64 . 

'.'ON  62W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-65 . 

.  20N  61W 

AU . 

.5.760 

35-6t) _ _ _ 

.  20N  60W 

AU . . 

5, 

35-67 . . 

.  lUN  65W 

All . . 

.*»,  760 

35-68. . 

.  19N  64W 

.5.11 . . 

5, 760 

35-69 . 

.  I'.IN  63W 

AU . . 

.5,760 

3V70 . . 

.  19N  62W 

AU . 

.5.760 

35-71 . 

.  19N  61W 

AU. . 

5, 760 

35-72 . 

.  19N  60W 

AU . . 

.5.760 

35-73 . 

.  18N  64W 

AU . 

.5. 760 

35-74 . 

.  18N  63W 

-All . 

.5.760 

35-75 . 

.  18N  62W 

AU . 

.5, 760 

35-76 . 

.  18N  61W 

AU . 

.5.760 

35-77 . 

.  18N  60W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-78 . 

.  17N  63W 

AU. . 

.5,760 

35-79 . 

.  17N  62W 

AU . 

5. 760 

35-80 . 

.  17N  61W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-81 . . 

.  17N  60W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-82 . 

.  17N  59W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-83 . . 

.  17N  58W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-84 . 

.  16N  67W 

AU . 

.51760 

35-35 . 

.  16N  62W 

AU . 

5,700 

35-86 . 

.  16N  61W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-87 . 

.  16N  60W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-88 . 

.  16N  59W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-89 . 

.  ION  58W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-90 . 

.  16N  57W 

All . 

5,760 

35-91 . 

.  15N  67W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-92 . 

.  15N  66W 

AU . 

5, 760 

35-93 . 

.  15N  60W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-94 . 

.  15N  SOW 

All. . 

.5,760 

35-95 . 

.  15N  58W 

AU . 

51760 

35-96 . 

.  15N  57W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-97 . 

.  15N  56W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-98 . 

.  14N  66W 

AU . . 

5,760 

35-99 . 

.  14N  65W 

AU . 

5,760 

86-100 _ 

.  14N  61W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-101 . 

.  14N  60W 

AU . 

6,760 

35-192 . 

.  14N  59W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-103 . 

.  14N  58W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-104 . 

.  14N  57W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-105 . 

.  14N  56W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-106 . 

.  14N  55W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-107 . 

.  13N  66W 

All . 

5,760 

35-108 . 

.  13N  65W 

All . 

.5,760 

35-109.:... 

.  13N  64W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-110 . 

-  13N  61W 

AU . 

5,760 

3V111 . 

.  13N  60W 

All . 

5,760 

35-112 . 

..  13N  59W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-113 _ 

..  13N  58W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-114 _ 

..  13N  57W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-115 _ 

..  13N  56W 

AU . . 

5,760 

35-116 _ 

..  13N  55W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-117 _ 

..  13N  54W 

AU . 

6,760 

35-118 _ 

..  12N  66W 

AU . . 

5,760 

35-119 _ 

..  12N  64W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-120 _ 

..  12N  61 W 

All . 

5,760 

35-121 _ 

..  12N  BOW 

All . 

5,760 

OCS  Official  Leasing  Map,  Channel  Islands 
Area  Map  6D — Continued 

Tract  No 

Block 

Dosoription 

Acreage 

85-122.... 

..  12N  59W 

All . 

5,760 

85-123.... 

.  12N  58W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-124.... 

..  12N  57W 

AU . 

6,760 

35-135.... 

..  12N  56W 

AU . 

5,760 

85-126.... 

..  12N  55W 

All . 

5,760 

35-127.... 

..  12N  54W 

AH . 

6,760 

35-128 _ 

..  12N  .53W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-129 _ 

..  IIN  68W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-130.... 

..  IIN  67W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-131 _ 

..  IIN  65W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-132 _ 

..  IIN  64W 

All. . 

5, 7t>0 

35-133.... 

..  UN  63W 

AU . 

.5,760 

35-134.... 

..  IIN  61W 

AU . 

5. 760 

35-135 _ 

..  UN  60W 

AU . 

.5, 760 

35-136 _ 

..  UN  59W 

AU . 

5, 760 

35-137.... 

..  UN  58W 

All . 

5, 760 

35-138.... 

..  UN  .57W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-139.... 

..  UN  56W 

All. . 

.5, 760 

35-110... 

..  UN  'wW 

AU . 

r>,  7tiO 

35-141... 

..UN  .54W 

All . 

5, 760 

35-142... 

..UN  53W 

All . 

f),  7^i0 

35-113... 

..  ION  67 W 

AU . 

5, 760 

35  -14-4  .. 

..  ION  66W 

AU . 

5, 7r>o 

35-145... 

..  ION  O'lW 

AU . 

5, 7»»0 

35-146... 

..  ION  63W 

All . 

5. 7*)i) 

35-147... 

..  ION  61W 

All. . 

5,760 

35-148... 

..  ION  60W 

AU . 

.5, 760 

85-119... 

...  ION  59W 

AU . 

5, 7t>0 

3V150... 

..  ION  .58W 

AU . 

5, 7»>^) 

35-151... 

...  ION  57 W 

All . 

5. 760 

35-152... 

...  ION  36W 

All . 

5, 7*)0 

35-153... 

...  ION  .55W 

All . 

5, 760 

OCS  Official  Leasing  Map,  Channel  Islands 
Area  Map  OE 

(.\pproved  Aug.  8,  19661 

Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

35-154 . 

9N  63W 

All . 

5,760 

35-155 . 

9N  60W 

All . 

_  5, 700 

35-156 . 

9N  .59W 

AU . 

_  5. 7*)0 

35-157.. _ 

ON  .58W 

AU . 

5,760 

35-1.58. . 

8N  63W 

AU . 

_  5, 760 

35-159 . 

8N  SOW 

AU . 

....  .5,760 

35-160 . 

8N  58W 

All . 

_  5, 760 

35-161 . 

7N  67W 

All . 

_  5,760 

85-162 . 

7N  66W 

All . 

,5,760 

35-l(i3 

7N  59  W 

All 

35-184 . 

7N  .58W 

All . 

_  5, 760 

35-165 . 

6N  67W 

All . 

_  .5, 760 

35-166 . 

6N  66W 

All . 

_  5, 7tW 

35-167 . 

6N  59W 

AU . 

....  5,761) 

35-168 . . 

6N  58W 

AU . 

_  5. 760 

35-169 . 

5N  67W 

AU . 

_  5, 760 

35-170 . 

5N  66W 

All . 

_  5, 7l» 

35-171 . 

4N  67W 

.\U . 

_  5, 760 

'  That  portion  seaward  of  the  three  geographic  mile 
line. 

14.  Some  of  the  tracts  may  fall  in  pro¬ 
hibited  dumping  areas  and  in  Fairways, 
precautionary  zones,  traffic  separation 
schemes  or  in  areas  where  application  is 
pending  for  a  shipping  safety  fairway. 
For  the  location  of  those  areas  and 
operational  restrictions  which  will  or 
might  be  imposed,  the  District  Engineer, 
U.S.  Army  Engineer  District,  Los  Angeles, 
Corps  of  Engineers  should  be  consulted. 

Suggested  Bm  Form 

15.  It  is  suggested  that  bidders  submit 
their  bids  in  the  following  form; 
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On.  AND  Oas  Bid 

The  following  bid  is  submitted  for  an  oil  and  gas  lease  on  the  land  of  the  Ouirr  Continental  Shelf  spccilled  below* 

Tract  No;  Total  amount  bid  Amount  per  acre  Amount  of  cash  bonus  submitted 

with  bid 


Proportionate  Interest  of  Company  Submitting  Bid 

Qualification  File  No. _ _ * _ % _ _ _ 

Company 


Address 


Signature 

(Please  type  signer’s 

•  name  under  signature) 

Note:  In  the  case  of  joint  bids,  each  joint  bidder  must  execute  the  following  statement  before  a  notary  public: 

I  hereby  certify  that _ (entity  submitting  bid)  is  not  disqualified  from  joint  bidding 

under  43  CFK  3302.8-4(0). 


Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this _ day 

of _ 10 _ 


Notary  Public 

State  of _ _ 

(County)  of _ 

16.  Withdrawal  of  Tracts.  The  United 
States  reserves  the  right  to  withdraw 
any  tract  from  this  sale  prior  to  the  is¬ 
suance  of  a  written  acceptance  of  a  bid 
for  that  tract. 

Curt  Berklund, 
Director. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Approved;  November  3, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.75-29888  Piled  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  BIOLOGY 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Amendments  to 
Marine  Mammal  Permit 

A  permit  authorizing  capture  and  tag¬ 
ging  of  sea  otters  was  issued  to  the  Uni¬ 


Signaturo 


versity  of  California,  Department  of 
Biology,  Los  Angeles,  California,  on 
June  23,  1975,  pursuant  to  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972.  A  notice 
containing  the  application  for  the  per¬ 
mit  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  7,  1975  (40  PR  15410-11) 
soliciting  public  comments  for  a  period 
of  30  days.  A  notice  of  the  issuance  of  the 
permit  was  published  on  July  3,  1975  (40 
FR  28110-11). 

Thomas  R.  Laughlin,  M.A.^  of  the 
University  of  California,  Department  of 
Biology,  has  submitted  a  request  for  sig¬ 
nificant  amendments  to  the  permit.  Pub¬ 
lished  herewith  is  a  copy  of  the  terms  of 
the  permit,  and  the  request  for  amend¬ 
ments.  This  request  is  being  considered 
pursuant  to  S  13.23  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 
regulations.  Title  50  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (see  39  FR  1162) . 
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TUe  flipper-tagging  technique  has  also 
been  quite  effective.  Each  flipper  tag  is  indi¬ 
vidually  color  coded  allowing  tor  precise 
identiflcation  of  individual  sea  otters  in  the 
fleld  (tag  numbers  are  usually  too  difficult  to 
discern) .  Such  identification  has  allowed  an 
observer  to  follow  a  single  sea  otter  through 
a  behavioral  interaction  (l.e.,  play,  copula¬ 
tion,  etc.) .  This  technique  has  also  facilitated 
documentation  of  site  preference  and  move¬ 
ments  of  individual  sea  otters. 

We  feel  that  our  methods  and  techniques 
have  been  very  effective.  There  have  not 
been  any  deaths  or  injuries  caused  as  a  result 
of  oiur  work  and  the  sea  otters  do  not  appear 
to  be  severely  affected  by  the  tagging  and 
capture  operations.  Every  sea  otter  captured 
and  tagged  under  this  permit  has  been  re¬ 
sighted  for  at  least  13  days  post  capture  and 
some  for  as  many  as  55  days.  Most  of  the  re- 
slghtings  have  occurred  in  the  area  of  cap¬ 
ture.  Thus,  the  technique  does  not  have  ad¬ 
verse  effects  on  the  sea  otters  and  does  not 
force  them  from  preferred  areas. 

Unfortunately  the  results  so  far  obtained 
are  too  scanty.  More  animals  must  be  captured 
in  order  to  sufficiently  elucidate  sea  otter 
behavior.  We  have  tagged  nine  sea  otters; 
all  but  one  have  been  males.  Radio  tags  were 
placed  on  one  male  and  one  female.  Obvi¬ 
ously  this  is  a  very  small  sample  size.  More 
females  (and  males)  must  be  sampled  as 
well  as  more  animals  from  each  age  class  in 
order  to  obtain  a  good  representation  of  the 
types  of  behavior  patterns  being  investigated 
in  this  study.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  we 
initially  requested  to  tag  40  animals  and 
radio  tag  15.  The  work  of  Dr.  Slnlff  in  Alaska 
and  otirs  in  California  indicate  that  radio 
telemetry  is  a  viable  to<fl  in  elucidating  sea 
otter  biology  and  that  such  a  technique  is 
not  injurious  to  the  animals. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  time  and 
consideration  in  this  matter.  If  you  require 
any  data  to  support  statements  put  forth  in 
this  request,  please  feel  free  to  ask. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas  B.  Loughlin,  M.A. 

In  keeping  with  the  spirit  of  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972,  this 
Notice  Is  being  published  to  allow  public 
comment  on  the  request  for  amendments. 
Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
these  amendments  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  December  8,  1975,  will  be  consid¬ 
ered. 

Dated:  October  31, 1975. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

IPR  Doc.76-29913  PUed  ll-JV-75:8:45  am] 


eci>AiiTMCNT  or  thc  mremofi 
FISH  Ano  XIUOLirC  SCflVlCC 


FEOERAU  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  PERMIT 


a.  AUTMOniTV  .STATUTES 

16  use  1371(a) (1) 

SecULATIONS 


I.  KAMITTCe 


L'nlvcrclty  of  California 

DeyartmenC  of  £lolo.’>y 

Los  Angeles,  California  90C24, 


S.  MAY  COHT 

K1 

,  □‘a® 

7.  CATIRES 


4,  AENtAASUB 

□  ye* 

«.  CFFCCTlve 


«,  NAME  ANO  TITLE  OF  PAINCIPAL  OFFICER  (lt>t  it  •  hnin«f»; 


*.  TY.Pe  OF  PERMIT 


10.  LOCATION  NHERE  AUTHORIZES  ACTIVITY  MAY  BE 
CONOUCTEO 

Pacific  coastal  waters  boUJcan  llarlna  and  His  Sur, 


It,  COHBITIO.NS  ANO  AUTHORIZATIONS 

A,  OtNERAL  eOMOlTIONS  SET  OUT  IN  SU8PART  9  OP  SB  CPR  1 J.  ANC  SPECIFIC,  CONCITIONS  CONTAINED  In  FEDERAL  BECULA. 
TIONS  CITED  IN  BLOCK  >2  AaOVC.  ARE  HEREBY  MACS  A  PART  OF  THIS  PERMIT.  ALL  ACTIVITIES  AUTHORIZED  HEREIN  MUST 
■e  CARRIED  OUT  IN  ACCORD  KITH  ANO  FSR  THE  PURPOSES  CESCRIDED  IN  THE  APPLICATION  SUBMITTED.  CONTINUED 
VALIDITY,  OR  RENEWAL.  OF  THIS  PERMIT  IS  lUiJECT  TO  CCMPLCTC  ANO  TIMELY  COItPLIANCE  WITH  ALL  APPLICASLS 
<O.NOITIONS,  IHCLUCINS  THE  FILIIIC  OF  ALL  REOUIAEO  INFORMATION  ANO  REPORTS. 

•.THE  VALIDITY  OF  THIS  PERMIT  IS  ALSO  CCNOITIONEO  UPON  STRICT  OBSERVANCE  OF  ALL  APPLICABLE  FOREICM,  STATE, 
LOCAL  OROTHEP.  FECERAL  LAN. 

C  VALID  FOR  USE  OY  PERMITTEE  NAMED  above  ond  a»y  pstsoa  dcslj^natcd  la  writing* 


•  /jutliorlscd  to  capture  a^.d  ta^  ro  ticro  than  10  Bca  ettero,  to  .attach  talcsctry 
equipnenC  to  no  core  tlian  3  of  these  10  oea  otters,  end  release  tUea  all  at 
tlse  capture  elte.  Ilia  projaet  la  to  be  conducted  In  conjunctlcn  vitli  vcraonncl 
of  the  Sea  Otter  f.  ITalrun  Vrojcct,  A‘;56  Hualnsss  ?.irk  Soulcvard,  Anciiorapo, 

Alaclaf  93503  tel3?:tor.e  507-265-52C1, 

!•  Authorised  to  possess  carcasses  of  ssa  otters  hJllled  accidentally  or  found 
dead.  Viioy  ttIII  be  delivered  to  the  California  Gcaa  6  clsii  bouartsicui:  to  bo 
used  for  scientific  inirposcs,  A  receipt  vlU  be  obtained  end  retained  for  each* 

\  S:o  r.ore  than  two  (2)  rortalltiee  chall  be  permitted  to  occur  la  tha  course  of 
this  xcjcarclu  S'.iculd  such  aortalliiT  occur,  xcse-irch  activities  aliall  bo 
tamlnatcd  pcndi.a,<;  deterTllr..attc:i  by  the  Slrcctcr  on  the  continuance  of 
the  researcii. 

0*  yersonfs)  encased  In  authocicr.d  activity  uust  havo  pcnalt  or  copy  la  possession* 

!•  the  IT.S.  Viah  and  wildlife  Service  office  shall  ba  cctllled  csvsa  fays 

before  ccr.Ticncin?.  tuc  authoVlacid  activity*  l!:a  death  of  any  of  the  £oa  otL'tvJ 
iball  be  reported  ViA.L!iia  14  hours  to  the  ssna  cities.  Address  •  SpecisI  A£ane 
la  Char.Tc;  U.S.  Fish  and  Ulldllfe  Service;  2300  Cottage  Way,  to,  S-1924; 
Sacraaento,  California  SSC'lSj  telephcriU  S10-45;4-4V4ii* 

I*  llalntain  rccoyds  as  required  by  50  CFX  13.46* 

Cd  ADDITIONAL  CCNOITICNT  AND  AUTHORIZATIONS  OHiREVERBE  ALSO  APPLY 


II.  RCPonTiND  RF.auinrMr.NT.'. 

1  report  as  rsT..iro<I  in  16  tliiC  1374’ of  tlia  aetlvltien  conducted  Iicrcur.dcr  cliall  bo 
^e  to  tiie  blrcctor  (F::S/jj:),  U.S.  Fls’u  «  Vlldllfe  Service  V03  13103*  h'anh. ,  U.C* 
^Ithln  Co  days  of  the  end  o: 


the  stuily  or  pccizlt  expiration. 


date 


litvlalou  of ‘Lew  Unforcogont 


San  Louis  Obisbo,  Monterey,  and  Santa  Cruz 
counties. 

We  feel  that  the  permit  amendment  is 
Justlfled  for  the  following  reasons.  Our  study 
has  been  very  successful  to  this  point.  We 
have  been  able  to  determine,  with  a  great 
amount  of  certainty,  the  24-hour  activity 
cycle  of  the  animals  fixed  with  radio  collars. 
These  studies  also  elucidate  the  iKictumal 
feeding  strategies  of  sea  otters.  We  have 
shown  that  sea  otters  do  feed  at  night  and 
have  been  able  to  quantitatively  compare 
the  amount  of  time  spent  feeding  at  night 
versus  the  day.  Concomitantly,  we  have  been 
able  to  monitor  home  range  and  intraspecies 
foraging  patterns.  The  radio  tag  collars  do 
not  appear  to  have  any  detrimental  effect  on 
the  sea  otters,  although  we  have  not  been 
able  to  closely  inspect  any  of  these  animals. 
‘  Sea  otter  number  24  lost  its  radio  collar  after 
four  days  and  has  been  resighted  numerous 
times  since  then  and  no  cuts  or  abrasions 
were  seen  on  the  neck. 


Depabtment  or  Biology 
Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  October  3,  1975, 
DiRECTOB,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Sirs:  This  is  a  request  for  amendment 
to  permit  number  PW8/LE  PBT  9-20-c  is¬ 
sued  to  the  Department  of  Biology,  Univer¬ 
sity  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  for  the  cap¬ 
ture  and  tagging  of  sea  otters  (Enhydra  lu- 
tris)  in  California.  The  permit  issued  au¬ 
thorized  the  capture  and  tagging  of  ten  sea 
otters,  to  attach  telemetry  equipment  to  no 
more  than  three  of  these  ten  sea  otters,  and 
to  release  them  all  at  the  capture  site.  We 
request  the  amendment  to  allow  a  maximum 
total  of  30  more  animals  to  be  captured  and 
that  a  minimum  of  12  more  animals  to  be 
radio  tagged.  This  would  increase  the  total 
number  allowed  under  the  permit  from  ten 
to  40  animals  and  allow  radio  transmitters 
on  15  rather  than  three  animals.  The  permit 
should  also  allow  capture  of  animals  from 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A2681 

TEXAS 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
determined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  Donley  County, 
Texas,  as  a  result  of  a  tornado  May  28, 
1975;  excessive  rainfall  and  hailstorms 
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May  28  and  June  16,  21  and  23.  1975; 
flooding  May  28  and  June  23,  1975;  and 
windstorms  June  16,  18, 19  and  25, 1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  Emergency 
loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Dev^p- 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3(b) 
including  the  recommendation  of  Gov¬ 
ernor  Dolph  Briscoe  that  such  designa¬ 
tion  be  made. 

Applications  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  December  29,  1975,  for  physical 
losses  and  July  29,  1976,  for  productl<m 
losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eligible  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  area  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  invite  public  par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3rd 
day  of  November,  1975. 

Frank  W.  Naylor,  Jr., 
Acting  Administrator. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

ira  Doc.75-29897  Piled  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  of  Designation  Number  Aliej 

WISCONSIN 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  the  following  Wis¬ 
consin  counties  as  a  result  of  drought 
June  1  through  July  31, 1974: 

Burnett  Washburn 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  Emer¬ 
gency  loans,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
1832.3(b)  including  the  recommendation 
of  Governor  Patrick  J.  Lucey  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

AiHilicatlons  for  Emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  December  8, 1975,  for  physical  losses 
and  July  9,  1976,  for  production  losses, 
except  that  qualified  borrowers  who  re¬ 
ceive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this  desig¬ 
nation  may  be  eligible  for  subsequent 
loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans 
in  the  designated  areas  makes  it  imiu*ac- 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3rd  day 
of  November  1975. 

Frank  W.  Naylor,  Jr., 
Acting  Administrator. 

Fanners  Home  Administrate, 

[PR  Doc.76-29898  PUed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 


Forest  Service 
MARBLE  SKI  AREA.  INC. 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  about  the  Marble 
Ski  Area,  Inc.  proposed  use  of  the  White 
River  National  Forest.  The  Forest  Service 
report  number  is  USDA-FS-R2-FES 
(Adm)  FS-73-58. 

The  environmental  statement  concerns 
a  proposal  not  to  issue  a  special  use  per¬ 
mit  pursuant  to  the  application  of  the 
Marble  Ski  Area,  Inc.,  to  expand  their 
existing  facilities  onto  600  acres  of  the 
White  River  National  Forest  within 
Guimison  County,  Colorado. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  April  5, 1973. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  October  31, 
1975. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Porest  Service,  So.  Agrlcultme  Bldg., 
Room  3230,  12th  St.  St  Independence  Ave., 
SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

USDA,  Porest  Service,  11177  West  8th  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  25127,  Denver,  Colorado  80225. 
USDA,  Porest  Service,  White  River  National 
Porest,  Old  Pederal  BuUdlng,  P.O.  Box  948, 
Glenwood  Springs,  Colorado  81601. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Thomas  C. 
Evans,  Forest  Supervisor,  USDA  Forest 
Service,  White  River  National  Forest, 
Old  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box  948,  Glen¬ 
wood  Springs,  Colorado  81601. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  been  sent  to  various  Federal, 
state,  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in 
the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Clayton  B.  Pierce, 
Director.  Multiple  Use  and  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Coordi¬ 
nation, 

October  31, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-29817  PUed  ll-&-76;8:45  am] 


MEDICINE  BOW  NATIONAL  FOREST 
GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Medicine  Bow  National  Forest 
Grazing  Advisory  Board  will  meet  at  10 
ajn.,  December  2.  1975,  at  the  Super¬ 
visor’s  OfiSce,  605  byline  Drive,  Laramie, 
Wyoming  82070. 

The  following  topics  are  planned  for 
discussion: 

1.  Land  Planning  on  the  Medicine  Bow 
National  Forest. 

2.  The  allocation  of  available  grazing 
capacity. 

3.  PoUow-up  on  an  outline  for  coordi¬ 
nated  range  allotment  plans. 

4.  Discussion  of  changes  in  the  Range 
Management  section  of  the  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  Manual. 


Additional  items  may  be  discussed  if 
time  allows. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend,  should 
notify  Medicine  Bow  National  Porest  at 
605  Skyline  Drive,  Laramie,  Wyoming 
82070,  phone  745-7308  area  code  307. 
Written  statements  may  be  filed  with  the 
committee  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

Alan  R.  Dtthnkrack, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

October  21,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-29815  Piled  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


WINEMA  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Winema  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  at  1  p.m.  on 
December  9,  1975,  second  floor.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Building,  7th  and  Walnut,  Klamath 
Falls,  Oregon  97601.  The  purpose  of  this 
meeting  is  1975  grazing  report,  problems, 
budgeting,  review  of  proposed  manual 
amendment,  10-year  program,  and  other 
items  as  needed. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Robert  S.  Snoich,  Post  Office  Building. 
882-7761.  Written  statements  may  be 
filed  with  the  committee  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

The  committee  has  established  the 
following  rules  for  public  participation: 
Public  members  may  speak  up  at  any 
time. 

Robert  J.  Chadwick, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

October  29,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-29816  Piled  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

CASSVILLE  FLOOD  PREVENTION  RE¬ 
SOURCE  CONSERVATION  AND  DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT  (RC&D)  MEASURE 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  of 
Enviipnmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
PR  20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  part  650.8 
Cb)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  being  prepared  for  the  Cassville 
Flood  Prevention  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  Measure,  Barry 
Coimt7,  Missouri. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  measure 
will  not  create  signlflcant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  imp^Jbs  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  measure. 
Asa  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  J.  Vernon 
Martin,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  USDA,  P.O.  Box  459, 
Terrace  Level,  Parkade  Plaza,  Columbia, 
Missouri  65201,  has  determined  that  the 
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preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  needed 
for  this  measure. 

The  measure  concerns  a  plan  for 
watershed  protection  and  flood  preven¬ 
tion.  The  planned  works  of  improvement 
include  conservation  land  treatment  sup¬ 
plemented  by  two  single  purpose  flood- 
water  retarding  structures. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  Inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  Terrace 
Level,  Parkade  Plaza,  601  Business  Loop  70 
West,  Columbia,  Missouri  65201. 

The  negative 'declaration  is  available 
for  single  copy  requests  at  the  above 
location. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  November  21,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.901,  National  Archives  References 
Services.) 

Date:  October  29,  1975. 

Victor  H.  Barry,  Jr., 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Field 
Services  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

[PR  Doc.75-29819  Filed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 


LOWER  SAN  SABA  RIVER  (MIDDLE 
COLORADO)  WATERSHED  PROJECT 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Coimcil  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
PR  20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  part  650.- 
8(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  PR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
not  being  prepared  for  the  Lower  San 
Saba  River  (Middle  Colorado)  Watershed 
Project,  McCulloch  and  San  Saba  Coim- 
tles,  Texas. 

TTie  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  fidings,  Mr.  Edward 
E.  Thomas,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  USDA,  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Temple,  Texas 
76501,  has  determined  that  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  review  of  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  is  not  needed  for  this 
project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  from  flood  prevention. 
The  remaining  planned  works  of  im¬ 
provement  as  described  in  the  negative 
declaration  include  conservation  land 
treatment  supplemented  by  one  single 
purpose  floodwater  retarding  structure. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  Is 
available  for  Inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Temple,  Texas  76501. 


Requests  for  the  negative  declaration 
should  be  sent  to  the  above  address. 

No  administrative  action  on  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken  imtil 
November  21, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro- 
gr€im  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated:  October  28,  1975. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Wa¬ 
fer  Resources,  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service. 

(FR  Doc.76-29818  FUed  ll-5-75;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  75N-0176] 

OVER-THE-COUNTER  (OTC)  MISCELLANE¬ 
OUS  EXTERNAL  AND  INTERNAL  DRUG 
PRODUCTS 

Safety  and  Effectiveness  Review;  Request 
for  Data  and  Information;  Extension  of 
Time  for  Submissions 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-29440.  appearing  at 
page  51077,  in  the  issue  for  Monday,  No¬ 
vember  3,  1975,  the  dates  “January  2, 
1975”  in  the  first  and  third  paragraphs 
should  read  “January  2, 1976”. 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL  INFORMATION¬ 
HANDLING  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Chemical/Biological  Information-Han¬ 
dling  Review  Committee,  Division  of  Re¬ 
search  Resources,  8  p.m.  to  10:30  p.m., 
December  10,  1975,  at  the  Commodore 
Hotel,  109  E.  42nd  Street,  New  York  City, 
N.Y.,  and  9  a.m.  to  adjournment,  De¬ 
cember  11, 1975,  in  Room  205,  Basic  Sci¬ 
ences  Building,  Mount  Sinai  School  of 
Medicine,  Fifth  Avenue  and  100th  Street, 
New  York  City,  N.Y.  This  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  from  9  pm.  to  10:30 
p.m.  on  December  10  for  a  discussion  of 
the  Chemical/Biological  Information- 
Handling  Program  plans,  and  for  the  en¬ 
tire  meeting  on  December  11  for  a  pres¬ 
entation  by  the  Mount  Sinai  staff  on  sci¬ 
entific  applications  of  the  PROPHET 
System.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552(b)(5)  and  532(b) 
(6) ,  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  from  8  p.m.  to  9  p.m., 
December  10,  for  the  review  of  research 
prospectuses  submitted  by  organizations 
seeking  access  to  PROPHET  System 
services.  The  closed  portion  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  involves  solely  the  internal  expres¬ 
sion  of  views  and  judgments  of  commit¬ 
tee  members  on  these  individual  research 
prospectuses  which  contain  information 
of  a  proprietary  or  confidential  nature, 
including  research  protocols  and  other 


technical  information  on  the  subject  of 
applications  of  computers  to  research  in 
pharmacology  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals  associated  with 
the  prospectuses. 

Mr.  James  Augustine,  Chief,  Office  of 
Science  and  Health  Reports,  Division  of 
Research  Resources,  Bldg.  31,  Rm.  5B- 
39,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  telephone 
Area  Code  301,  496-5545,  will  provide 
summaries  of  meetings  and  rosters  of 
committee  members. 

Dr.  William  F.  Raub,  Program  Direc¬ 
tor,  CThemical/Biological  Information- 
Handling  Program,  Division  of  Research 
Resources,  Bldg.  31,  Rm.  6A-04, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  telephone 
Area  Code  301, 496-4903,  will  furnish  sub¬ 
stantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.877,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated:  October  23,  1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.75-29828  FUed  11-5-75; 8: 45  am] 


LIPID  METABOLISM  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Lipid  Metabolism  Advisory  Committee, 
National  Heart  and  Lung  Institute  on 
December  9, 1975  in  Building  31,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  8,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  to  discuss 
the  Lipid  Metabolism  Branch  status  re¬ 
port  and  program  review  plans.  Attend¬ 
ance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available.  Mr.  York  Onnen,  Chief,  Pub¬ 
lic  Inquiries  and  Reports  Branch,  NHLI, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Building 
31,  Room  5A21,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014,  (301)  496-4236,  will  provide  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of  the 
committee  members. 

Dr.  BasU  M.  Rifkind,  Chief,  Lipid 
Metabolism  Branch,  NHLI,  Building  31, 
Room  4A18,  (301)  496-1681,  will  provide 
substantive  program  Information. 

Dated:  October  30, 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

[FR  Doc.75-29830  Filed  ll-5-75:8;45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  EYE  COUNCIL 
Amended  Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  change  in 
the  meeting  on  November  17  at  9  a.m.. 
Building  31,  Conference  Room  #7,  of  the 
National  Advisory  Eye  Coimcil,  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  Wednesday,  October  22,  1975  (40  FR 
49382) , 

The  Vision  Research  Program  Plan¬ 
ning  Subcommittee  of  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Eye  Council  was  to  have  convened 
at  9  a.m.  on  Monday,  November  17,  but 
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has  been  changed  to  convene  at  7:30 
p.m.  and  adjourn  at  10  p.m.  This  meeting 
will  be  open  to  the  public  from  opening 
until  adjournment.  As  stated  in  the  pre¬ 
vious  notice,  the  meeting  will  be  held  in 
Conference  Room  #7.  of  Building  31.  At¬ 
tendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to 
space  available. 

The  full  National  Advisory  Eye  Coun¬ 
cil  was  to  have  convened  on  Monday, 
November  17  at  3  p.m.,  but  has  been 
changed  to  convene  on  Tuesday,  Novem¬ 
ber  18  at  9  a.m.  As  stated  in  the  previous 
notice,  the  meeting  will  be  held  in  Build¬ 
ing  31,  Conference  Room  #7.  The  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  open  to  the  public  from  9  a.m. 
to  11:30  a.m.,  and  closed  to  the  public 
from  11:30  a.m.  to  adjournment.  At¬ 
tendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Dated;  October  30, 1975. 

Suzanne  L.  Freheau, 
Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

(FR  Doc.75-29829  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 

GRADUATE  AND  UNDERGRADUATE 
INTERNATIONAL  STUDIES  PROGRAMS 

Notice  of  Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of 
Initial  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section 
601(a)  of  Title  VI  of  the  National  De¬ 
fense  Education  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(20  U.S.C.  511(a)),  applications  are 
being  accepted  from  institutions  of 
higher  education  for  initial  grants  under 
the  Graduate  and  Undergraduate  Inter¬ 
national  Studies  Programs.  (A  separate 
Notice  of  Closing  Date  will  be  published 
for  applications  for  continuation  grants.) 

Applications  for  initial  grants  must  be 
received  by  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
Application  Control  Center  on  or  before 
D^ember  15,  1975. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  Application  Control  Center,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202,  Attention:  13.435.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  will  be  considered  to 
be  received  on  time  by  the  Application 
Control  Center  if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
December  10,  1975,  as  evidenced  by  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service  postmark  on  the 
wrapper  or  envelope,  or  on  the  original 
receipt  from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
room  in  Washington,  D.C.  In  establishing 
the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commissioner  will 
rely  on  the  time-date  stamp  of  such  mail 
rooms  or  other  documentary  evidence  of 
receipt  maintained  by  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  or 
the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications. 

An  application  to  be  hand  delivered 
must  be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 


cation  Application  Control  Center,  Room 
5673,  Regional  Office  Building  Three,  7th 
and  D  Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Hand  delivered  applications  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  daily  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m. 
and  4  p.m.  Washington,  D.C.  time,  ex¬ 
cept  Saturdays,  Simdays,  or  Federal 
holidays.  Applications  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  after  4  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 

Information  and  application  forms 

may  be  obtained  from  the  Language  and 
Area  Centers  Program,  Bureau  of  Post¬ 
secondary  Education,  U.S.  Office  ofi  Edu¬ 
cation,  Room  3671,  7th  and  D  Streets, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

D.  Applicable  regulations. 

The  regulations  applicable  to  this  pro¬ 
gram  include  the  Office  of  Education 
General  Provisions  Regulations  (45  CFR 
Part  100a)  and  the  criteria  relating  to 
the  graduate  and  undergraduate  inter¬ 
national  studies  programs,  published  in 
this  volume  of  the  Federal  Register. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.435;  Higher  Education — ^Language 
and  Area  Centers  Program) 

Dated:  September  6, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education, 

[PR  Doc.75-29843  Piled  ll-5-75;8:46  am] 


GRADUATE  AND  UNDERGRADUATE 
INTERNATIONAL  STUDIES  PROGRAMS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Criteria  for  Funding  of 
Applications 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  section  601(a)  of  the  National  Defense 
Education  Act  ot  1958,  as  amended,  (20 
U.S.C.  511(a)),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Commissioner  of  Educaticm  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education  and  Welfare,  proposes  to  es¬ 
tablish  funding  criteria  set  forth  below 
to  evaluate  applications  submitted  by 
institutions  of  higher  education  for 
grants  for  graduate  and  undergraduate 
international  studies  programs. 

Section  601(a)  authorises  the  Com¬ 
missioner  to  make  grants  to  institutions 
of  higher  education  to  establish,  equip 
and  operate  graduate  and  undergraduate 
programs  in  international  studies  and 
the  international  aspects  of  professional 
and  other  fields  of  study. 

The  criteria  read  as  follows: 

In  addition  to  evaluation  on  the  basis 
of  criteria  found  in  the  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  General  Provisions  at  45  CFR 
100a.26(b)  (38  FR  30654,  30664,  Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1973)  the  Commissioner  will 
further  evaluate  applications  for  Federal 
support  to  graduate  and  undergraduate 
international  studies  programs  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  criteria. 

1.  Graduate  Programs,  (a)  The  inter¬ 
national  nature,  contemporary  relevance, 
and  interdisciplinary  and  comparative 
dimensions  of  the  program; 

(b)  The  extent  to  which  provision  is 
made  for  evaluation  of  the  effect  of  the 
program  on  the  students  receiving 
training,  the  campus,  the  communltir, 
local  teachers,  and  neighboring  institu¬ 
tions  of  higher  education; 

(c)  The  institution’s  capability  to  pro¬ 
vide  foreign  language  study  as  a  part  of 


each  student’s  international  studies 
experience; 

(d)  The  commitment  of  the  institution 
toward  the  establishment  and  operation 
of  the  programs  as  evidenced  by  the 
thoroughness  of  preparation  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  maximum  use  of  available  re¬ 
sources  including  institutional  financial 
support,  and  the  overall  quality  of  the 
program; 

(e)  The  probability  that  a  clearly  im¬ 
proved  educational  experience  will  be 
available  at  the  institution  for  prospective 
students  within  two  years  and  that  the 
program  will  be  continued  after  Federal 
support  is  withdrawn. 

(20  U.S.C.  611(a)). 

2.  Undergraduate  Programs,  (a)  The 
extent  to  which  provisions  are  made  for 
evaluation  of  the  effect  of  the  program 
on  students  receiving  training,  the 
campus,  the  community,  local  teachers, 
and  neighboring  institutions  of  higher 
education. 

(b)  The  commitment  of  the  institution 
toward  the  establishment  and  operation 
of  the  program  as  evidenced  by  the 
thoroughness  of  preparation  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  maximum  use  of  available  re¬ 
sources  Including  Institutional  financial 
support  and  the  overall  quality  of  the 
program. 

(c)  The  institution’s  capability  to  pro¬ 
vide  foreign  language  study  as  a  part  of 
each  student’s  International  studies 
experience. 

(d)  The  probability  that  a  clearly  Im¬ 
proved  educational  experience  wffi  be 
available  at  the  institution  for  prospec¬ 
tive  students  within  two  years  and  that 
the  program  will  be  continued  after  Fed¬ 
eral  support  is  withdrawn, 

(20U.S.C.  511(a)). 

Interested  persmis  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mitted  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposed  fund¬ 
ing  criteria  to  the  Language  and  Area 
Centers  Program,  Bureau  of  Postseoond- 
ary  Education,  UB.  Office  of  Education, 
7th  and  D  Streets,  SW.,  Room  3671,  Re¬ 
gional  Office  Building  Three,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20202.  Comments  received  In 
response  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  above  office 
on  Mondays  through  Fridasrs  between 
8:30  am',  and  4:30  p.m. 

All  relevant  material  must  be  received 
on  or  before  December  8, 1975. 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  econcunlc 
and  inflationary  Impacts  of  this  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  have  been  carefully 
evaluated  in  accordance  with  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program:  13.435  Foreign  Language  and  Area 
Studies — Centers) 

Dated:  September  10, 1975. 

Duane  J.  Mattheis, 

Acting  U.S.  Commissioner 
of  Education 

Approved:  October  30, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary  of  Health, 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

[FR  Doc.75-29842  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 
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VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION  CURRICULUM 

Notice  of  Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of 
Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  glvwi  that  piirsuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  Section  191 
of  Part  I  of  the  Vocational  Education 
Act  of  1963,  as  amended,  20  U.S.C.  1391, 
applications  are  being  accepted  for  four 
vocational  education  grant  awards  for 
the  fiscal  year  1976. 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  Application 
Control  Center  on  or  before  December  10, 
1975. 

A.  Applications  sent  hy  mail.  An  ap¬ 
plication  sent  by  mail  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Application  Control  Center,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20202;  Attention;  13.496.  An 
application  sent  by  mail  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  received  on  time  by  the  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center  if : 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
December  5,  1975,  as  evidenced  by  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service  postmark  on  the 
wrapper  or  envelope,  or  on  the  original 
receipt  from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  ill  Washington,  D.C.  In  establish¬ 
ing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commissioner 
will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp  of  such 
mail  rooms  or  other  docmnentary  evi¬ 
dence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

D.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An 
application  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
delivered  to  the  Office  of  Education  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center,  Room  5673,  Re¬ 
gional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  &  D 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4 
pjn.  Washington,  D.C.  time  except 
Saturday,  Sunday ,^or  Federal  holiday. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  application  forms  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Division  of  Re¬ 
search  and  Demonstration,  Bureau  of 
Occupational  and  Adult  Education, 
Office  of  Education,  Room  5034,  7th  &  D 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

D.  Applicable  regulations.  The  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  this  program  Include 
the  Office  of  Education  General  Provi¬ 
sions  Regulations  (45  CPR  100a)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  6,  1973  at  38  FR  30654  and  the 
Vocational  Education  Regulations,  Parts 
C,  D,  and  I  (45  CPR  Part  103)  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  August  15, 
1974  at  39  PR  29361,  and  the  criteria  for 
fiscal  year  1976  published  simultaneously 
herewith. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.496;  Vocational  Education — Cur¬ 
riculum) 

(20  U.S.C.  1391) 

Dated:  September  6, 1975. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
[FR  Doc.75-29841  Filed  11-5-75:8:46  am] 


Social  Security  Administration 

SUPPLEMENTAL  SECURITY  INCOME 
STUDY  GROUP 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Pub. 
L.  92-463,  that  the  SSI  Study  Group  has 
cancelled  the  meeting  scheduled  for  De¬ 
cember  18  and  19,  1975  and  scheduled  a 
meeting  for  November  24  and  25  from  9 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.  in  Room  G-IO-A  East 
Building,  Social  Security  Administration, 
6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Maryland.  The  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public. 

Further  information  on  the  Study 
Group  may  be  obtained  from  Nelson  Sa- 
batini.  Executive  Secretary  of  the  Study 
Group,  Room  960  Altmeyer  Building,  So¬ 
cial  Security  Administration,  6401  Se¬ 
curity  Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Maryland 
21235,  telephone  (301)  594-2330.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  planning  to  attend 
should  send  written  notice  of  intent  to 
the  Executive  Secretary. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Number  13.807,  Supplemental  Security 
Income  for  the  Aged,  Blind,  and  Disabled) 

Dated:  October  31, 1975. 

Nelson  Sabatini, 

Executive  Secretary,  Supplemental 
Security  Income  Study  Group. 

[FR  Doc.75-29859  Filed  ll-5-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
AIR  TRAFFIC  CONTROL  TOWER 
Notice  of  Commissioning 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1975,  the  Airport  Traffic  Control 
Tower  at  the  Williamson  County  Airport, 
Marion,  Illinois,  will  be  comml^ioned  as 
an  PAA  facility.  This  Information  will  be 
reflected  in  the  PAA  Organization  State¬ 
ment  the  next  time  it  is  issued.  Com¬ 
munications  to  the  tower  should  be  as 
follows: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Airport 
Traffic  Control  Tower,  Foiurth  Floor,  Wil¬ 
liamson  County  Airport,  Marion,  Illinois 
62959. 

It  has  been  determined  that  good  cause 
exists  for  pubUcation  of  this  notice  In 
less  than  30  days  prior  to  the  commis¬ 
sioning  date. 

(Section  313(a),  72  Stat.  752;  49  U.S.C.  1354) 
and  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
October  29,  1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-29800  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


AIR  TRAFFIC  PROCEDURES  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Establishment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Traffic  Procedures  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee.  The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  is  the  sponsor  of  the 
committee,  and  the  membership  includes 


representatives  from  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  U.S.  Army,  U.S. 
Navy,  U.S.  Air  Force,  Aircraft  Owners 
and  Pilots  Association,  Air  Line  Pilots 
Association,  Allied  Pilots  Association,  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America,  Air 
Traffic  Control  Association,  National  Air 
Carriers  Association,  National  Air  Trans¬ 
portation  Associations.  Inc.,  National 
Business  Aircraft  Association,  National 
Pilots  Association,  and  Professional  Air 
Traffic  Controllers  Organization.  The 
committee  will  review  present  air  traffic 
control  procedures  and  practices  and 
make  recommendations  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  for  the  stand¬ 
ardization,  clarification,  and  upgrading 
of  terminology  and  procedures. 

The  Secretary  of  Transportation  has 
determined  that  the  formation  and  use 
of  the  Air  Traffic  Procedures  Advisory 
Committee  are  necessary  in  the  public 
interest  in  connection  with  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  duties  Imposed  on  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  by  law.  Meet¬ 
ings  of  the  committee  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975. 

Raymond  G.  Belanger, 
Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-29798  Filed  11-6-75:8:45  am] 


FIELD  OFFICE 
Notice  of  Relocation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  effective 
November  1, 1975,  the  Air  Transportation 
Security  Field  Office  (ATSFO)  at  Tucson 
International  Airport,  Tucson,  Arizona, 
will  be  relocated  to  the  Sky  Harbor  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 
Normal  ATSFO  services  to  airports 
throughout  Arizona  will  continue 
unchanged. 

[Section  313(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a)).] 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
October  22, 1975. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  Western  Region. 
[FR  Doc .75-29799  Filed  11-6-75:8:45  am] 


Coast  Guard 
[COD  76-209] 

SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  TRANSPORTATION 
CO. 

Notice  of  Public  Hearing  Concerning 
Proposed  Bridge  Alteration 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  regarding  the  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Company  bridge  across 
the  Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway,  58.9 
miles  west  of  Harvey  Lock,  at  Houma, 
Louisiana,  will  be  held  on  Wednesday, 
10  December  1975,  at  10  a.m.  at  the 
Municipal  Auditorium,  880  Verret  Street, 
Houma,  Louisiana.  This  hearing  is  being 
held  under  the  authority  of  Section  3  of 
the  Act  of  June  21,  1940  (Truman-Hobbs 
Act). 

The  existing  bridge,  which  has  a  swing 
span,  provides  approximately  86  feet  of 
horizontal  clearance,  measured  normal 
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to  the  channel  axis,  in  each  of  the  two 
draws.  A  number  of  complaints  has  been 
received  alleging  that  the  bridge  is  im- 
reasonably  obstructive  to  navigation. 
The  purpose  of  the  hearing,  is  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  alteration  is  needed,  and 
if  so,  what  alteration  is  required  having 
due  regard  for  the  necessity  of  free,  easy 
and  imobstructed  navigation  upon  the 
waterway.  The  needs  of  rail  traflBc  will 
also  be  considered. 

Public  comments,  views,  and  data  are 
required  for  ascertaining  w'hether  tlie 
bridge  unreasonably  obstructs  naviga¬ 
tion,  whether  vessels  have  unreasonable 
diflBculty  in  passing  through  the  bridge, 
the  changes  necessary  to  render  naviga¬ 
tion  through  or  under  the  bridge  reason¬ 
ably  free  and  unobstructed,  the  charac¬ 
ter  and  amount  of  commerce  affected, 
W’hether  the  commerce  affected  is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  justify  alteration  of  the  bridge, 
and  the  impact  of  the  alteration,  if  made, 
upon  tlie  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  appear  and 
be  heard  at  this  public  hearing  may  do 
so.  Persons  planning  to  app>ear  and  be 
heard  are  requested  to  notify  the  Com¬ 
mander,  Eighth  Coast  Guard  District, 
Customhouse,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
70130,  any  time  prior  to  the  hearing  in¬ 
dicating  the  amount  of  time  required. 
Depending  upon  the  number  of  sched¬ 
uled  statements,  it  may  be  necessary  to 
limit  the  amount  of  time  allocated  to 
each  person.  Limitations  of  time  alloc¬ 
ated,  if  required,  will  be  announced  at 
the  beginning  of  the  hearing.  Written 
statements  and  exhibits  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  place  of,  or  in  addition  to  oral 
statements,  and  wall  be  made  a  part  of 
the  reoord  of  the  hearing.  Such  written 
statements  and  exhibits  may  be  delivered 
at  the  hearing  or  mailed  in  advance  to 
the  Commander,  Eighth  Coast  Guard 
District. 

(54  Stat.  498,  33  U.S.C.  513;  Sec.  4(f),  80 
Stat.  934,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C.  1653(f);  Sec. 
6(g)(3),  80  Stat.  937,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(3): 
33  CFB  116.20;  49  CFR  1.46(c)(6)). 

Dated;  October  29,  1975. 

D.  J.  Riley, 

Captain,  V.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

[PR  Doc.75-29864  Filed  ll-5-75;8-.45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Order  75-10-135;  Dockets  20421,  et  al, 
19314,  27286,  21471,  242651 

OKLAHOMA-DENVER-SOUTHEAST 
POINTS  INVESTIGATION 

Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  31st  day  of  October,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  petition  of  the  Den¬ 
ver  parties  for  an  investigation  of  the 
need  for  new,  improved,  and  additional 
air  service  at  Denver,  Colorado;  petition 
of  the  Oklahoma  parties  for  air  service 
to  Atlanta;  applications  of  Braniff  Alr- 
w'ays,  Inc.  for  amendment  of  its  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity. 


By  Order  68-10-168,  October  30,  1968, 
the  Board  instituted  the  Oklahoma- 
Southeast  Points  Investigation  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  new  or  improved  service 
is  required  between  the  two  largest  cit¬ 
ies  in  Oklahoma  (Oklahoma  City  and 
Tulsa) ,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  major 
southeastern  cities  of  Atlanta,  Tampa, 
and  Miami,  on  the  other.  The  order  pro¬ 
vided  that  any  authority  granted  would 
be  in  the  form  of  separate  Oklahoma 
City-Tulsa-Atlanta  and  Oklahoma  City- 
Tulsa-Tampa-Miami  segments,  subject 
to  a  pretrial  restriction  against  new 
turnaround  authority  betw'een  Okla¬ 
homa  City  and  Tulsa  and  between 
Tampa  and  Miami. 

There  were  subsequently  filed  a  num¬ 
ber  of  petitions  for  reconsideration  seek¬ 
ing  both  expansion  and  limitation  of  the 
issues.^  Those  seeking  expansion  pro¬ 
posed  the  inclusion  in  tlie  proceeding  of 
issues  of  service  to  Denver,  Kansas  City, 
Memphis,  Huntsville,  Orlando  and  Ken¬ 
nedy  Space  Center;  ®  the  redesignation 
of  Miami  on  the  new  segment  in  issue  as 
the  hyphenated  point  Miami-Fort  Lau¬ 
derdale,  and  of  Tampa  as  Tampa-St. 
Petersburg-Clearwater;  and  the  relaxa¬ 
tion  of  the  separate-segment  restriction 
of  Order  68-10-168  to  allow'  considera¬ 
tion  of  a  single  segment  Oklahoma  City- 
Tulsa-Atlanta-Tampa-Miami.  In  the  op¬ 
posite  direction.  United  Air  Lines  re¬ 
quested  the  imposition  of  a  pretrial 
restriction  precluding  new  single-plane 
service  between  Atlanta,  Tampa,  and 
Miami,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Denver, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Portland,  and  Seattle,  on 
the  other. 

Answers  supporting  and  opposing  the 
various  petitions  for  reconsideration 
were  filed  by  numerous  parties,  including 
the  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights.’  Appli¬ 
cations  conforming  to  the  scope  of  the 
investigation  as  established  in  Order  68- 
10-168,  or  as  sought  to  be  expanded  by 
the  petitions  for  reconsideration,  were 
filed  by  a  number  of  carriers  and  civic 
parties,  and  were  moved  for  consolida¬ 
tion  into  the  investigation.* 

By  Order  69-3-69,  March  19,  1969, 
action  was  deferred  on  the  various  peti¬ 
tions  and  motions  then  pending  in  the 
proceeding  until  further  order  of  the 
Board,  in  order  to  await  completion  of 
the  Southern  Tier  Nonstop  Service  In¬ 
vestigation.  Docket  18357,  and  the  South¬ 
ern  Airways  Route  Realignment  Investi¬ 
gation,  Docket  1861-0,  which  were  then  in 
an  advanced  procedural  stage.®  Board 

I  These  petitions  for  reconsideration  are 
listed  and  summarized  In  Appendix  A.  Ap¬ 
pendices  A-D  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 

®  To  be  served  through  the  Titusville-Cocoa 
Beach  (TI-CO)  Airport. 

*The  answers  are  listed  and  summarized 
in  Appendix  B.  The  positions  of  the  parties 
on  the  various  proposed  modifications  in  the 
scope  of  the  proceeding  are  tabulated  in 
Appendix  C. 

‘  These  applications  are  listed  and  sum¬ 
marized  in  Appendix  D. 

®  The  Board  noted  that  the  petitions  seek¬ 
ing  inclusion  of  Denver,  Kansas  City,  and 
Memphis  raised  issues  similar  to  those  earlier 
dealt  with  by  the  Board  in  Orders  E-26597, 
March  29, 1968,  and  68-7-6,  July  1,  1968,  when 


decisions  in  both  of  these  investigations 
were  issued  in  the  latter  part  of  1969;  in 
both,  however,  judicial  challenges  led  to 
remanded  proceedings  which  were  not 
concluded  for  several  years  thereafter." 

At  the  present  time,  however,  no  other 
investigations  are  underway  which  bear 
on  the  scope  of  the  present  proceeding. 

Apart  from  the  present  proceeding,  the 
applications  moved  for  consolidation 
herein,  and  the  various  pending  petitions 
and  motions,  tliere  are  presently  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  Board  tlie  following  mat¬ 
ters  germane  to  a  consideration  of  the 
aforesaid  petitions  and  motions:  (1)  a 
renewed  petition  ’’  by  the  Denver  parties  " 
in  Docket  19314  for  an  expedited  hearing 
on  Denver -Memphis/ Atlanta/Miami 

service;  (2)  a  motion  by  the  Tulsa  par¬ 
ties  “  for  an  expedited  hearing  on  Bran- 
iff’s  application  in  Docket  21471  for  un¬ 
restricted  Denver-Tulsa  authority;  (3) 
an  application  by  Braniff  in  Docket  24265 
under  Subpart  N  of  the  Board’s  Rules  of 
Practice  for  Denver-Tampa/Miami  non¬ 
stop  authority:  (4)  an  application  by 
Continental  in  Docket  27124  vmder  Sub¬ 
part  N  for  unrestricted  authority  in  a 
number  of  markets,  among  them  Denver- 
Oklahoma  City;  (5)  a  petition  by  the 
Oklahoma  parties  in  Docket  27286  for 
an  immediate  hearing  on  Oklahoma 
City/Tulsa-Atlanta  service;  and  (6)  an 
application  by  United  in  Docket  28185 
for  Denver-Atlanta  authority. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
the  Board  has  determined  that  the  Okla¬ 
homa-Southeast  Points  Investigation 
should  move  forward  at  this  time.  We 
have  also  determined  that  the  proceeding 
should  be  expanded  (and  renamed)  to 
include  consideration  of  new  and  im¬ 
proved  service  between  Denver  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Tampa,  and  Miami,  direct  or  by 
way  of  Oklahoma  City  and/or  Tulsa,  and 
between  Denver  and  Oklahoma  City/ 
Tulsa,  subject  to  the  previously  imposed 
pretrial  condition  against  the  grant  of 
new  turnaround  authority  between  Okla¬ 
homa  City  and  Tulsa,  and  between 

it  denied  the  petition  of  the  Denver  parties 
in  Docket  19314  for  an  immediate  hearing 
on  Denver -SoutheaBt  service.  In  that  order, 
the  Board  had  indicated  that  a  reexamina¬ 
tion  of  the  matter  might  be  warranted  after 
final  decision  in  the  Southern  Tier  case, 
supra.  The  Board  also  noted  that  Memphis- 
Florida  service  was  at  issue  in  the  Southern 
Route  Realignment  case,  supra. 

•See  Southern  Tier  Competitive  Nonstop 
Investigation  (Houston-Miami  Phase),  Order 
73-2-89,  February  23, 1973;  Southern  Airways, 
Inc..  Route  Realingment  Investigation  {New 
Route  Authority  Phase),  Order  73-2-90,  Feb¬ 
ruary  23, 1973. 

’  The  Denver  parties’  original  petition  in 
this  Docket  was  denied  by  Orders  E-26597 
and  68-7-6  (see  footnote  5,  supra) .  The  peti¬ 
tion  was  renewed  pursviant  to  the  Board’s 
indication  in  those  orders  that  a  subsequent 
reeaxmination  might  be  appropriate. 

•  City  and  County  of  Denver,  Colorado  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Commission,  and  Denver  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce. 

•City  of  Tulsa  and  Metropolitan  Tulsa 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

^“Cities  of  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa, 
Trustees  of  Oklahoma  City  Airport  Trust, 
Tulsa  Airport  Authority,  and  Oklahoma  City 
and  Metropolitan  Tulsa  Chambers  of  Com¬ 
merce. 
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Tampa  and  Miami.  We  will  not,  however, 
further  expand  the  proceeding  to  in¬ 
clude  issues  of  service  to  Kansas  City, 
Memphis,  Huntsville,  Orlando,  or  Ken¬ 
nedy  Space  Center,  nor  will  we  modify 
the  separate-segment  restriction  of 
Order  68-10-168  so  as  to  permit  con¬ 
sideration  of  a  single  segment  embracing 
both  Atlanta  and  Tampa/Miaml.“  Fin¬ 
ally,  no  need  for  a  pretrial  restriction 
against  single-plane  service  between  the 
Southeast  points  at  issue  and  Salt  Lake 
City  has  been  shown;  and  although  there 
are  considerations  which  would  argue  for 
the  imposition  of  such  a  condition  be¬ 
tween  ^e  Southeast  points  and  Portland 
and  Seattle,  we  will  not  impose  such  a 
restriction  in  advance  of  the  hearing,  but 
will  await  the  evidentiary  showing  made 
by  the  parties  as  to  the  need  or  lack  of 
need  therefor. 

The  Denver-Southeast  markets  are 
quite  large  and  in  apparent  need  of  im¬ 
proved  service.  Thus,  in  the  Denver- 
Atlanta  market  (38,870  passengers  an¬ 
nually  or  106  per  day) no  carrier  holds 
effective  single-plane  authority:  “  the 
best  available  service  is  a  daily  one-stop 
round-trip  interchange  flight  via  Mem¬ 
phis  operated  by  Braniff  and  Eastern.^ 
While  load  factors  over  the  Atlanta- 
Memphis  segment  of  this  service  aver¬ 
aged  52.6  percent  in  fiscal  1974,  load  fac¬ 
tors  over  the  Denver-Memphis  segment 
averaged  73.3  percent,  and  during  peak 
r>eriods  (June,  July,  and  August)  ex¬ 
ceeded  80  percent.  The  Denver-Miami 
market  is  even  larger  (52,190  passengers 
or  about  143  a  day) .  No  carrier  holds 
nonstop  authority,  the  best  available 
service  being  that  provided  by  Braniff  on 
a  one-stop  basis  via  Dallas.’"  The  market 


''The  proposal  by  Delta  and  National  to 
redesignate  Miami  on  the  new  segments  at 
issue  as  Miami-Port  I/auderdale,  and  Tampa 
as  Tampa-St.  Petersburg-Clearwater,  is  sup¬ 
ported  by  a  number  of  parties  including  the 
Bureau,  and  is  opposed  by  none.  Since  this 
change  will  not  materially  expand  the  scope 
of  the  proceeding,  and  is  in  accord  with  prior 
Board  actions,  it  will  be  adopted.  All  appli¬ 
cants  may  treat  their  applications  as  cover¬ 
ing  the  above  hyphenated  designations  for 
Miami  and  Tampa  without  the  necessity  for 
formal  amendment.  All  subsequent  refer¬ 
ences  in  this  order  to  “Miami”  and  "Tampa” 
shall  be  taken  as  referring  to  the  hyphen¬ 
ated  designations. 

•^All  traflSc  figures  set  forth  herein  are 
for  calendar  1974  unless  otherwise  stated, 
and  are  for  true  O&D  passengers  as  shown  in 
Table  8  of  the  Board’s  O&D  Survey,  4th 
Quarter,  1974. 

'2  United  has  highly  circuitous  single-plane 
authority  via  Cleveland,  Pittsburgh,  or  other 
northeast  points.  TWA  has  relatively  nonclr- 
cuitous  authority  via  Kansas  City  or  St.  Louis 
but  its  certificate  precludes  single-plane 
service. 

'*  The  interchange  partners  also  operate 
two-stop  service  via  Oklahoma  City  and 
Memphis.  Termination  of  the  Interchange 
service  will  be  in  issue  in  the  event  new 
single-carrier  Denver/Oklahoma-Atlanta  au¬ 
thority  is  awarded. 

'“United  and  TWA  have  Denver-Miami/ 
Tampa  authority  similar  to  their  Denver- 
Atlanta  authority  (see  supra,  footnote  13). 
Continental  has  single -carrier  authority  in 
the  Denver-Miami  (but  not  the  Denver- 
Tampa)  market  via  the  segment  Junction 
point  Houston,  but  a  combination  of  restric- 


thus  appears  to  merit  consideration  of 
nonstop  service.  The  Denver-Tampa 
market  (25,130  passengers  or  69  a  day, 
and  similar  to  Denver-Miami  as  regards 
authority  and  service  “  is  somewhat 
smaller,  but  because  of  its  location  its 
trafBc  flows  can  be  combined  with  those 
of  the  Denver-Miami  market  to  support 
a  greater  quantum  of  service  in  both 
markets  than  either  could  support  sepa¬ 
rately.  The  substantial  Denver-Tulsa 
market  (53,930  passengers  or  148  a  day) , 
in  which  Continental  is  the  monopoly  un¬ 
restricted  carrier,”  receives  only  a  single 
daily  nonstop  round  trip,  and  appears 
ripe  for  consideration  of  service  improve¬ 
ments.  The  even  larger  Denver-Okla- 
homa  City  market  (60,390  passengers  or 
165  a  day) ,  in  which  Braniff  is  the  mo¬ 
nopoly  unrestricted  carrier,”  receives  3  V2 
daily  nonstop  round  trips,  and  might  not 
otherwise  merit  priority  of  hearing;  but 
in  view  of  its  close  relationship  to  the 
other  issues  in  the  case,  consideration 
of  the  need  for  a  second  unrestricted  car¬ 
rier  can  be  accorded  without  unduly  ex¬ 
panding  the  issues. 

Considerations  of  the  most  efficient  use 
of  the  Board’s  hearing  resources,  as  well 
as  the  overlapping  of  issues  and  parties, 
dictate  that  the  needs  of  the  Denver- 
Southeast  markets  be  heard  in  the  same 
proceeding  as  tho.se  of  Oklahoma-South¬ 
east  markets,  rather  than  in  two  sepa¬ 
rate  but  simultaneous  proceedings.*”  Cer¬ 
tain  of  the  applicants  for  Oklahoma- 
Southeast  authority  would  undoubtedly 
cite  Denver- Southeast  traffic  as  “beyond- 


tions  in  its  certificate  precludes  single-plane 
service.  The  carrier  has  pending  a  Subpart  N 
application  in  Docket  27124  for  removal  of 
one  of  these  restrictions,  an  incidental  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  authorize  Denver- 
Houston-Miami  one-stop  service.  (This  ap¬ 
plication  will  be  the  subject  of  a  separate 
order.) 

Except  that  Continental  has  no  Tampa 
authority  (see  preceding  footnote). 

”  Frontier’s  best  Denver-Tulsa  authority  is' 
two-stop:  Braniff’s  is  one-stop  via  Amarillo, 
or  two-stop  via  Oklahoma  City  and  one  other 
point.  The  Tulsa  parties  have  sought  a  pri¬ 
ority  hearing  on  Braniff’s  application  in 
Docket  21471  for  removal  of  its  restriction.  In 
view  of  our  action  herein,  their  motion  will 
be  denied  insofar  as  it  seeks  a  separate  hear¬ 
ing  restricted  to  Denver-Tulsa  Issues  alone. 

**  Frontier’s  best  Denver-Oklahoma  City 
authority  is  one-stop;  Continental’s  nonstop 
authority  is  subject  to  a  long-haul  restric¬ 
tion  requiring  service  to  Seattle  or  Portland. 
Continental’s  Subpart  N  application  in 
Docket  27124  (supra,  note  15)  seeks  removal 
of  this  restriction.  While  this  application, 
which  covers  a  number  of  additional  mar¬ 
kets,  will  be  the  subject  of  a  subsequent  or¬ 
der,  in  view  of  our  Inclusion  of  the  Denver- 
Oklahoma  City  market  in  this  proceeding, 
that  market  will  not  be  separately  put  in 
issue  in  the  Subpart  N  case  in  the  event  the 
latter  is  set  for  hearing. 

'“In  view  of  our  decision  to  include  the 
Denver-Mlami/Tampa  markets  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  we  will  dismiss  Braniff’s  Subpart  N 
application  in  Docket  24265  for  nonstop  au¬ 
thority  in  these  markets.  In  view  of  the  many 
applications  for  authority  in  these  markets 
and  the  interrelationship  with  the  other 
markets  at  issue  herein,  the  case  would  be  too 
complex  for  processing  under  the  simplified 
and  expedited  procedures  of  Subpart  N  of  our 
Rules  of  Practice. 


segment”  support  for  their  service  propos¬ 
als;  while  other  applicants  would  be  cit¬ 
ing  the  same  traffic  in  support  of  nonstop 
Denver-Southeast  service.  In  the  partic¬ 
ular  circumstances  here  presented,  we 
do  not  consider  it  necessary  or  desirable 
to  determine  in  advance  whether  or  to 
what  extent  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  would  be  served  by  Denver- 
Southeast  traffic  moving  by  way  of  the 
Oklahoma  points,  on  the  one  hand,  or  di¬ 
rectly,  on  the  other.  Similar  considera¬ 
tions  dictate  the  inclusion  of  Denver- 
Oklahoma  service  issues  in  a  single  pro¬ 
ceeding  rather  than  hearing  them  sepa¬ 
rately.  (The  same  consideration  does  not 
apply  to  the  short-haul,  well-served 
Oklahoma  City -Tulsa  and  Tampa-Miami 
“entry  mileage”  markets,  and  thus  no 
new  turnaround  authority  in  these  mar¬ 
kets  will  be  considered.)  In  contrast,  we 
believe  it  would  be  inadvisable  to  relax 
the  separate-se&ment  restriction  of 
Order  68-10-168  so  as  to  permit  consid¬ 
eration  of  including  Atlanta,  Tamna, 
and  Miami  on  the  same  segment.  The  At- 
lanta-Tampa /Miami  markets  already 
have  multiple-carrier  service,  and  no 
party  suggests  that  further  authoriza¬ 
tions  are  needed  in  these  markets,  which 
are  too  long  to  be  considered  mere  entry 
mileage.  Moreover,  it  would  be  undesir¬ 
able  to  consider  routing  Denver/Ok*a- 
homa-Tampa/Miami  traffic  over  tlie 
already  highly  congested  Atlanta  gate¬ 
way,  and  moreover  the  circuity  involved 
in  such  routings  is  greater  than  that  in¬ 
volved  in  Denver-Southeast  routings  via 
the  Oklahoma  points.”  The  potential 
combination  of  Denver  and  Oklahoma 
traffic  flows  to  Atlanta,  and  separately  to 
Tampa  and  Miami,  together  with  avail¬ 
able  beyond-market  traffic  flows,  should 
suffice  to  ensure  multiple  daily  service 
over  ear'll  of  the  separate  segments  in  is¬ 
sue,  without  the  necessity  for  combining 
them  into  a  single  segment. 

The  same  considerations  which  h  ve 
persuaded  us  to  include  Denver  issues  in 
the  present  proceeding  do  not,  however, 
support  the  further  expansion  of  the  ca.se 
to  include  issues  of  service  to  Kansas 
City,  Memphis,  Huntsville,  Orlando,  or 
Kennedy  Space  Center.  In  contrast  to 
the  situation  of  Denver,  Kansas  City- 
Southeast  and  Oklahoma-Southeast 
traffic  could  not  be  combined  without 
substantial  circuity:  and  although  Den¬ 
ver-Southeast  and  Kansas  City-South¬ 
east  traffic  could  be  so  combined,  the 
number  of  alternative  routings  thus  in¬ 
troduced  would  greatly  and  unduly  com¬ 
plicate  the  case.  Moreover,  the  Kansas 
City -Atlanta  market  (46,950  passengers) 
already  has  two  authorized  nonstop  car¬ 
riers,  although  the  Kansas  City-Tampa/ 
Miami  markets  (24,960  and  45,170  pas¬ 
sengers,  respectively)  do  not.  Similarly, 
the  Memphis-Denver  (23,270  passen¬ 
gers),  Memphis-Oklahoma  City  (16,690 
passengers),  Memphls-Atlanta  (133,180 


“’The  circuitry  of  Denver-Southeast  rout¬ 
ings  vja  Oklahoma  City  or  Tulsa  ranges  from 
zero  (DEN-TUL-TPA)  to  63  miles  (DEN- 
OKC-ATL);  that  of  Denver/ Oklahoma- 
Tampa/Miami  routings  via  Atlanta  ranges 
from  87  miles  (DEN-ATL-MIA)  to  144  miles 
(OKC-ATL-’TPA) . 
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passengers)  and  Memphis-Mlami  (48,- 
350  passengers)  all  now  receive  non-stop 
service.®'  while  the  Memphis-Tulsa 
market  (9,390  passengers),  which  does 
not,  is  quite  small,”  Inclusion  of  Mem¬ 
phis  in  the  case,  therefore,  would  promise 
relatively  less  public  benefit  to  offset 
the  substantial  complication  and  delay 
it  would  introduce  into  the  proceeding. 
Similar  considerations  suggest  a  fortiori 
the  inexpediency  of  Including  Huntsville, 
Orlando,  or  Kennedy  Space  Center  (TI- 
CO)  in  the  present  proceeding.”  To  in¬ 
clude  all  of  these  cities — and  the  many 
others  which  could  subsequently  claim 
inclusion  on  the  same  criteria — would 
transform  a  moderate-sized,  manageable 
case  into  a  gigantic  area  proceeding  cov¬ 
ering  a  substantial  portion  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  This  would  not  in  our  judgment  be 
a  wise  use  of  the  Board’s  resources  at  the 
present  time.  'The  foregoing  does  not,  of 
course,  imply  that  some  of  the  markets 
excluded  from  this  proceeding  may  not 
warrant  consideration  for  improved  serv¬ 
ice  in  a  separate  proceeding  at  an  ap¬ 
propriate  time.” 

Finally,  we  find  that  no  convincing  ar¬ 
gument  has  been  made  for  the  Imposition 
of  a  preti^al  restriction  against  single¬ 
plane  service  between  the  Southeast 
points  at  issue  and  Salt  Lake  City.  No 
carrier  presently  has  usable  authority  in 
these  small  markets,  and  there  appears 
to  be  no  reason  why  ordinary  beyond- 
segment  rights  should  be  excluded  in  ad¬ 
vance.  If  there  is  in  fact  a  need  for  such 
a  restriction,  it  can  be  shown  at  the 
hearing. 

The  situation  as  regards  Portland  and 
Seattle  is  somewhat  different.  In  several 
successive  proceedings,  either  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  pretrial  restrictions  or  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  sound  discretion,  the  Board  im¬ 
posed  certificate  conditions  precluding  or 
limiting  single-plane  service  between  the 


“The  Memphls-Mlaml  market,  moreover, 
has  been  the  subject  of  Board  consideration  , 
and  the  award  of  new  authority  in  the  rela¬ 
tively  recent  past.  Southern  Route  Realign¬ 
ment  Investigation,  Order  73-2-90,  February 
23,  1973.  The  large  Memphis- Atlanta  market 
receives  12  dally  nonstop  round  trips. 

“  Although  the  Memphls-Tampa  market 
(22,590  passengers)  presently  receives  no 
nonstop  and  little  one-stop  service.  It  would 
be  Impractical  to  Include  this  single  Memphis 
market  In  the  case. 

“Huntsville  and  Orlando  exchange  only 
small  volumes  of  traflBc  with  Denver,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  and  Tulsa,  the  largest  of  the 
markets  being  Denver-Orlando  with  12,260 
annual  passengers  or  33  per  day.  Kennedy 
Space  Center  (TI-CO)  no  longer  receives 
certificated  service  separate  from  Orlando 
since  the  deletion  of  Eastern’s  authOTlty  by 
Order  74-7-35,  July  8,  1974. 

“The  Denver-Huntsvllle  and  Denver-Or¬ 
lando  mtu-kets,  which  TWA  seeks  to  include 
In  this  proceeding,  are  also  involved  in  the 
petition  of  the  Denver  parties  In  Docket 
27491  tat  a  separate  investigation  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  ireeds  of  a  number  of  Denver-Southeast 
markets  other  than  Atlanta,  Tampa,  and 
Min-mi  (This  petition  will  be  dealt  with  by  a 
subsequent  order.) 


Pacific  Northwest  and  some  or  all  of  the 
Southeast  points  here  at  issue.*  Thus, 
Eastern’s  St.  Louis-Seattle/Portland 
award  in  the  Pacific  Northwest-South¬ 
west  Service  Investigation,  46  C.A.B.  654 
(1967),  was  subject  to  such  a  condition; 
and  its  subsequent  St.  Louis-Omaha  and 
Omaha-Seattle/Portland  awards  in  the 
Service  to  Omaha  and  Des  Moines  Case, 
Order  70-7-24,  July  6,  1970,  limited  it  to 
two  -  stop  Seattle/Portland  -  Atlanta/ 
Tampa  and  three-stop  Seattle/PorUand- 
Miami  service.  Similarly,  Braniff’s  Dal- 
las-Tampa/Miaml  award  in  the  South¬ 
ern  Tier  Competitive  Nonstop  Investiga¬ 
tion,  Order  69-7-135,  July  24,  1969,  fol¬ 
lowing  upon  its  Seattle/Portland-Dallas 
award  in  Pacific  Northwest-Southwest, 
supra,  was  made  subject  to  a  single-plane 
restriction  in  the  Seattle/Portland- 
Tampa/Miami  markets,  for  reasons  ex¬ 
plained  in  the  opinion  and  order  on  re¬ 
consideration,  Order  69-9-111,  Septem¬ 
ber  18, 1969.  Rnally,  Continental’s  Hous- 
ton-Miami  award  in  the  remanded 
Southern  Tier  case.  Order  73-2-89,  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1973,  was  made  subject  to  a 
Seattle/Portland-Miami  single-plane  re¬ 
striction.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  may 
well  be  that  considerations  of  equity  will 
require  a  similar  Seattle/Portland- 
Southeast  restriction  on  any  award  made 
in  this  proceeding.  We  prefer,  however, 
not  to  impose  such  a  restriction  prior  to 
hearing,  since  the  evidentiary  record  or 
events  occurring  prior  to  final  decision 
may  show  such  a  restriction  to  be  either 
unduly  restrictive  or  altogether  unneces¬ 
sary,  Instead,  the  parties  will  have  the 
opportunity  to  submit  evidence  and  ar¬ 
guments  at  the  hearing  on  the  need  or 
lack  of  need  for  a  single-plane  or  some 
other  type  of  restriction  in  the  Seattle/ 
Portland-Southeast  markets. 

Environmental  impact.  The  Board  has 
determined  that  this  proceeding,  as  its 
scope  is  modified  by  the  present  order,  is 
by  its  very  nature  not  one  that  will  lead 
to  “a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quahty  of  the  human  en¬ 
vironment”  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  102(2)  (c)  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA).  All 
prospective  environmental  effects,  direct 
and  secondary,  would  proceed  in  the  first 
instance  from  changes  in  aircraft  sched¬ 
ules  and  levels  of  service.  Our  conclusion 
with  regard  to  the  environment  is  based 
largely  upon  our  finding  that  there  are 
imlikely  to  be  environmentally  signifi¬ 
cant  changes  in  such  schedules  and  serv¬ 
ice  levels  should  improved  service  be  au- 


“  Northwest  has  long-standing  one-stop 
authority  In  these  markets  via  the  segment 
Junction  points  Chicago  and  Minneapolis-St. 
Paul.  United  has  unusably  circuitous  au¬ 
thority  via  Cleveland  and  other  Northeast 
points  (see  note  13,  supra)  •  Eastern,  Branlff, 
and  Continental  hold  authority  subject  to 
restrictions  described  in  the  text,  supra.  At 
one  time  at  another  most  of  these  carriers 
have  expressed  an  interest  in  improving  their 
present  restricted  authority  in  the  markets. 


thorized  in  the  Denver-Oklahoma  City/ 
Tulsa-Atlanta/Tampa/Miami  markets. 

As  an  indication  of  the  potential  levels 
of  service  which  might  be  expected  in 
these  markets  if  new  service  authoriza¬ 
tions  are  granted  in  this  proceeding,  we 
note  that  in  1974  the  largest  of  the  mar¬ 
kets,  Denver-Oklahoma  City,  generated 
about  83  true  O&D  passengers  per  day 
in  each  direction;  the  other  markets  in 
issue  ranged  downward  to  less  than  half 
that  number.  These  passengers  in  1974 
traveled  on  existing  single-plane  and 
connecting  services;  if  they  were  di¬ 
verted  to  newly  authorized  flights,  some 
existing  flights  might  well  be  canceled 
or  consolidated,  some  existing  one-stop 
flights  might  be  converted  to  nonstop, 
the  existing  Braniff -Eastern  interchange 
service  in  the  Denver/Oklahoma  City- 
AUanta  markets  might  be  terminated, 
etc.  ’Thus,  new  authorizations  per  se 
would  not  necessarily  result  in  more 
flights,  although  they  might  do  so  to 
some  extent.  However,  new  authoriza¬ 
tions  and  improved  service  would  un¬ 
doubtedly  stimulate  additional  traffic, 
which  would  tend  to  require  additional 
flights.  The  degree  of  traffic  stimulation 
cannot  be  accurately  forecast  at  this 
time,  but  it  is  highly  unlikely  that  stimu¬ 
lation  would  exceed  100  percent  in  any 
market,  and  doubtless  in  many  cases  it 
would  be  much  less.  We  note  that  Bran¬ 
lff  in  its  Subpart  N  application  in  Docket 
24265  proposed  two  new  daily  round-trip 
flights  in  the  Denver-Tampa/Miami 
markets.^  Denver-Mlaml  is  among  the 
largest  markets  involved  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Taking  all  the  foregoing  into  ac¬ 
count,  we  would  not  expect  the  grant  of 
new  authorizations  herein  to  result  at 
the  outset  in  more  than  two  or  at  most 
three  additional  round-trip  flights  per 
day  in  any  market,  and  these  figures 
may  well  take  inadequate  account  of  the 
existing  flights  which  would  probably  be 
canceled,  consolidated,  etc. 

'The  limited  potential  for  increased 
frequencies  as  a  result  of  these  cases 
must  be  placed  in  the  context  of  the 
large  overall  level  of  traffic  at  the  cities 
involved.  It  is  estimated  that  during  FY 
1976,  Denver,  the  nation’s  9th  largest 
hub,  will  experience  202,000  scheduled 
aircraft  operations;  Atlanta,  the  na¬ 
tion’s  2nd  largest  hub,  will  experience 
449,000  operations;  Miami,  the  nation’s 
11th  largest  hub,  will  experience  254,000 
operations;  and  Tampa,  the  nation’s 
23rd  largest  hub,  will  experience  106,000 
operations.  Of  the  medium-sized  hub 
cities  involved,  Oklahoma  City  will  ex¬ 
perience  50,000  operations  and  Tulsa  will 


“  Actually  its  schedule  proposal  in  Docket 
24265  does  not  show  any  Increase  In  Denver- 
Tampa/Miami  single-plane  service,  but 
rather  substitutes  two  nonstop  flights  for 
one-stops  over  Dallas.  However,  the  accom¬ 
panying  text  states  that  there  would  be  no 
reduction  In  service  in  the  Denver-Dallas 
and  Dallas-Tampa/Miami  markets,  so  in 
terms  of  total  operations  the  nonstop  fiights 
would  In  substance  be  new. 
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experience  44,000  operations.”  Thus,  any 
increase  in  service  resulting  from  these 
investigations  will  have  a  relatively  mod¬ 
est  impact  upon  total  operation  levels  in 
the  subject  markets.  It  would,  therefore, 
not  be  reasonable  to  conclude  on  the  face 
of  the  matter  that  authorizations  of  new 
service  in  the  markets  at  issue  in  these 
cases  would  lead  to  more  than  very  minor 
environmental  changes. 

Accordingly,  we  are  not  directing  our 
staff  to  undertake  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  assessment  for  these  pro¬ 
ceedings.  Our  conclusion  herein  is  not 
intended  to  foreclose  any  party  from 
presenting  evidence  (subject  to  the  usual 
evidentiary  rules  in  force  in  CA,.B.  pro¬ 
ceedings)  or  from  making  arguments 
with  respect  to  relevant  environmental 
issues.  Nor  is  our  conclusion  intended  to 
foreclose  our  consideration  of  environ¬ 
mental  impacts  resulting  from  the  con¬ 
templated  licensing  action  which,  al¬ 
though  of  a  lesser  magnitude  than  those 
required  to  trigger  the  NEPA  procedures, 
might  nonetheless  be  relevant  to  our  de¬ 
cision. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  The  proceeding  in  Docket  20421  in¬ 
stituted  by  Order  68-10-168,  October  30, 
1968,  be  and  it  hereby  is  redesignated  the 
Cklahoma-Denver-Southeast  Points  In¬ 
vestigation,  and  shall  be  set  down  for 
hearing  before  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place 
hereafter  designated,  as  the  orderly  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Board’s  docket  shall 
permit. 

2.  The  issues  in  said  proceeding  shall 
Include  the  following : 

(a)  Do  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  certification  of  an 
air  carrier  or  carriers  to  engage  in  air 
transportation  between — 

(i)  Oklahoma  City  and/or  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  (A)  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  (B)  Miami/Fort  Lauderdale  and/or 
Tampa/St.  Petersburg/Clearwater,  Fla., 
and/or  (C)  Denver,  Colo.,  on  the  other, 
and 

(ii)  between  Denver,  Colo.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  (A)  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and/or  (B) 

Terminal  Area  Forecast,  1975-1985,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Office  of  Aviation  Economics, 
Aviation  Forecast  Division,  July  1973  (the 
forecasts  in  this  study  were  prepared  before 
the  energy  crisis  in  the  Fall  of  1973  and, 
therefore,  do  not  reflect  its  Impact  on  future 
activity  levels).  An  additional  indication  of 
the  size  of  these  cities  is  revealed  by  the 
following : 

Year  June  30, 1974 


City  Scheduled  Scheduled 

service  service 

enplanements  dei>artures 

Denver . .  5, 228, 987  96, 007 

Oklahoma  City..  731,729  23,752 

Tulsa .  628, 166  20, 107 

Atlanta .  11,978,848  199,928 

Miami .  5, 664, 185  102, 783 

Tampa .  2,469,982  48,715 


Source;  Airport  actkiiy  ttatistics  of  eertificalfd 
route  air  earriers,  year  ended  June  SO,  1974;  and 
origin-dettinatio*  survey  of  airline  passenger  traffic, 
year  ended  June  SO,  1974. 
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Miami/Fort  Lauderdale  and/or  Tampa/ 
St.  Petersburg/ Clearwater,  on  the  other, 
directly  or  by  wsty  of  Oklahoma  City 
and/or  Tulsa,  Okla.? 

(b)  If  so,  what  carrier  or  carriers 
should  be  authorized  to  perform  the 
needed  services,  and  under  what  terms, 
conditions,  and  limitations? 

(c)  Does  the  public  interest  require  the 
imposition  of  a  condition  restricting  the 
service  which  any  newly  authorized  car¬ 
rier  would  otherwise  be  able  to  provide 
between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Miami/Fort 
Lauderdale  or  Tampa /St.  Petersburg/ 
Clearwater,  Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Seattle-Tacoma,  Wash.,  or  Portland, 
Oreg.,  on  the  other? 

(d)  Does  the  public  interest  require 
the  termination  of  the  interchange 
agreement  between  Branifif  and  Eastern 
in  the  Denver/Oklahoma  City-Atlanta 
markets? 

3.  Any  authority  granted  in  said  pro¬ 
ceeding — 

(a)  Shall  be  ineligible  for  subsidy; 

(b)  Shall  (except  in  the  case  of  a  car¬ 
rier  holding  on-segment  authority  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  restriction)  be  in  the  form  of  a 
separate  segment  or  segments  compris¬ 
ing  all  or  part  of  either  or  both  of  the 
following  two  segments:  Denver-Okla- 
homa  City -Tulsa- Atlanta,  Denver-Okla- 
homa  City-Tulsa-Tampa-Miami; 

(c)  Shall  not  include  new  turnaround 
authority  (1)  between  Oklahoma  City 
and  Tulsa i  or  (2)  between  Miami  and 
Tampa. 

4.  There  are  hereby  consolidated  into 
said  proceeding,  to  the  extent  that  they 
conform  to  the  scope  of  the  issues  as 
hereinabove  stated,  the  following  appli¬ 
cations  and  petitions  or  the  conforming 
portions  thereof: 

American,  Docket  20482;  Braniff,  Docket 
20478;  Braniff,  Docket  21471;  Continental, 
Docket  20480;  Delta,  Docket  20483;  Eastern, 
Docket  19406*:  Frontier,  Docket  19226*;  Na¬ 
tional,  Docket  20479;  Southern,  Docket 
20465;  Trans  World  Docket  18802*;  Trans 
World,  Docket  19657*;  Trans  World,  Docket 
20487;  United,  Docket  28185;  Western,  Dock¬ 
et  19390*;  Denver  Parties,  Docket  19314*; 
Oklahoma  Parties,  Docket  27286. 

Amended  application  or  petition  marked 
by  an  asterisk. 

5.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  in  par¬ 
agraph  4  hereof,  all  pending  motions  to 
consolidate  applications  into  the  said 
proceeding  be  and  they  hereby  are  de¬ 
nied. 

6.  To  the  extent  the  applications  and 
petitions  listed  in  paragraph  4  do  not 
conform  to  the  scope  of  the  proceeding, 
the  nonconforming  portions  thereof  be 
and  they  hereby  are  dismissed  without 
prejudice. 

7.  Additional  applications  conforming 
to  the  scope  of  the  proceeding  as  amend¬ 
ed  herein,  motions  to  consolidate,  and 
petitions  for  reconsideration  of  the  order 
shall  be  filed  no  later  than  twenty  (20) 
days  after  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  and  answers  thereto  shall  be  filed 
no  later  than  ten  (10)  days  thereafter. 

8.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  here¬ 
in,  the  motions  of  the  Denver  parties  in 
Docket  19314  and  the  Tulsa  parties  in 
Docket  21471  for  expedited  hearing  and 
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similar  relief  be  and  they  hereby  are  de¬ 
nied. 

9.  The  Subpart  N  ai^llcation  of  Bran¬ 
iff  Airways  in  Docket  24265  and  the  ap¬ 
plication  and  petition  of  the  Memphis 
parties  in  Docket  20484  be  and  they  here¬ 
by  are  dismissed  without  prejudice. 

10.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon  all 
parties  to  Docket  20421  and  the  dockets 
listed  in  paragraphs  4,  8,  and  9  hereof. 

11.  This  order  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-29871  Filed  ll-5-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  27881,  26141,  27287] 

TRANSPORTES  AEREOS  NACIONALES, 
S.A.  (TAN),  ET  AL 

Foreign  Carrier  Permits;  Notice  of 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Transportes  Aereos 
Nacionales,  S.  A.  (TAN)  Docket  27881; 
Servicio  Aereo  de  Honduras,  S.  A. 
(SAHSA)  Docket  26141;  Servicio  Aereo 
de  Honduras,  S.  A.  (SAHSA)  Docket 
27287. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provision  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  the  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  consolidated  proceed¬ 
ings,  which  was  assigned  to  be  held  on 
November  25,  1975  (40  FR  47532,  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1975),  is  postponed  to  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1975,  at  10  a.m.  (local  time)  and 
will  be  held  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room 
B,  Universal  Building  North,  1875  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Novem¬ 
ber  3,  1975. 

[seal]  Dee  C.  Blythe. 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.75-29870  FUed  11-5-75; 8: 45  am] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
ARCHITECTURAL  GLASS 

Extension  of  Time  for  Publishing  Proposed 

Rule  or  Withdrawing  Notice  of  Proceed¬ 
ing 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  extend 
by  30  days,  until  November  28,  1975,  the 
period  in  which  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission  must  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  proposed  consumer 
product  safety  standard  for  architectural 
glass  or  a  notice  withdrawing  the  notice 
of  proceeding  for  development  of  a 
standard. 

A  standard  development  proceeding 
for  architectural  glass  was  commenced 
imder  the  CPSA  by  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  28,  1974  (39  FR  18502)  , 
soliciting  offers  to  develop  a  recom¬ 
mended  consumer  product  safety  stand¬ 
ard.  The  Commission  subsequently  ac¬ 
cepted  the  offer  of  the  Consumer  Safety 
Glazing  Committee,  and  CSGC  sub¬ 
mitted  a  recommended  standard  to  the 
Commission  on  January  24, 1975.  A  more 
detailed  discussion  of  the  history  of  the 
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architectural  glass  standai*d  develop¬ 
ment  proceeding  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  July  23,  1975  (40  FR  30862). 
In  that  notice,  the  Commission  also  ex¬ 
tended  the  period  within  which  it  must 
propose  a  standard  for  architectural 
glass  or  withdraw  the  notice  of  proceed¬ 
ing  until  October  29,  1975,  in  order  to 
allow  the  staff  to  make  changes  in  the 
recommended  standard  that  were  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  prior  to  its  proposal 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  a  mandatory 
standard. 

The  Commission  staff  submitted  a 
draft  proposed  standard  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  October  22,  1975,  for  its  con¬ 
sideration.  In  order  to  allow  adequate 
time  to  properly  analyze  and  evaluate 
the  draft  proposed  standard,  which  is 
a  complex  and  lengthy  document,  the 
Commission  is  extending  the  p>eriod  with¬ 
in  which  it  must  either  publish  a  pro¬ 
posed  consumer  product  safety  standard 
applicable  to  architectural  glass,  or  with¬ 
draw  the  notice  of  proceeding  for  30  days, 
or  until  November  28,  1975.  This  period 
may  be  further  extended  by  a  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  showing 
good  cause. 


the  statement,  a  summary  of  the  nature 
of  EPA’s  comments,  and  the  EPA  source 
for  copies  of  the  comments  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  VI. 

Appendix  IV  contains  a  listing  of  final 
environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
viewed  but  not  commented  upon  by  EPA 
during  this  review  period.  The  listing  in¬ 
cludes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for 
the  statement,  the  number  and  title  of 
the  statement,  and  the  source  of  the  EPA 
review  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  VI. 

Appendix  V  contains  a  listing  of  pro¬ 
posed  Federal  agency  regulations,  legis¬ 
lation  proposed  by  Federal  agencies,  and 
any  other  proposed  actions  reviewed  and 
commented  upon  in  writing  pursuant  to 
section  309(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  during  the  referenced  review¬ 
ing  period.  The  listing  includes  the  Fed¬ 
eral  agency  responsible  for  the  proposed 
action,  the  title  of  the  action,  a  summarv 
of  the  nature  of  EPA’s  comments,  and 


the  source  for  copies  of  the  comments  as 
set  forth  in  Appendix  VI. 

Appendix  VI  contains  a  listing  of  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  sources  of 
EPA  reviews  and  comments  listed  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  I,  III,  rv  and  V. 

Copies  of  the  EPA  Manual  setting 
forth  the  policies  and  procedures  for 
EPA’s  review  of  agency  actions  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  the  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Reference  Unit,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Room  2922,  Waterside 
Mall  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20460,  tele¬ 
phone  AC  202/755-2808.  Copies  of  the 
draft  and  final  environmental  impact 
statements  referenced  herein  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  originating  Federal  de¬ 
partment  or  agency. 

Dated:  October  21, 1975. 


Peter  L.  Cook, 

Acting  Director. 
Office  of  Federal  Activities. 

Ai’Pi.xdix  I. — Draft  environmental  impact  statements  for  which  comments  were  issued 
between  Sept.  1  and  15,  1075 


Idcntifj  ing  No. 


General  Source  for 
nature  of  copies  of 
comments  conmieuts 


Dated:  November  3,  1975. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.75-29865  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  amj 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  452-4] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
AND  OTHER  ACTIONS  IMPACTING  THE 
ENVIRONMENT 

Availability  of  Comments 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  and  section 
309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended, 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  reviewed  and  commented  in 
writing  on  Federal  agency  actions  im¬ 
pacting  the  environment  contained  in 
the  following  appendices  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  September  1,  1975  and  Septem¬ 
ber  15, 1975. 

Appendix  I  contains  a  listing  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
viewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing 
during  this  review  period.  ’The  list  in¬ 
cludes  the  Federal  agency  responsible 
for  the  statement,  the  number  and  title 
of  the  statement,  the  classification  of  the 
nature  of  EPA’s  comments  as  defined  in 
Appendix  n,  and  the  EPA  source  for 
copies  of  the  comments  as  set  forth  in 
Appendix  VI. 

Appendix  II  contains  the  definitions  of 
the  classifications  of  EPA’s  comments  on 
the  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments  as  set  forth  In  Appendix  I . 

Appendix  ni  contains  a  listing  of  final 
environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
viewed  and  commented  upon  in  writing 
during  this  review  period.  The  listing  in¬ 
cludes  the  Federal  agency  responsible  for 
the  statement,  the  number  and  title  of 


Department  of  Agrioulture; 

1)-AFS-J6501G-AIT . Master  plan,  Big  Mountain  Ski  Resort,  Fiuthead  Nation-  ER-2 

al  Forest,  Mont. 

l)-AFS-L61040-ir) . Proposed  land  use  plan,  Middle  Fork  Boise  River  Plan-  LO-2 

ning  unit,  Boi.se  National  Forest,  Idaho. 

l)-REA-(i05002-I-A . Big  Cajon  No.  2,  Point  Coupee  Parish,  La . ER-2 

D-SCS-ESOtKSj-NC . Bear  Swamp  watershed,  Chowan  and  Penjuimans  LO-1 

Counties,  N.C. 

Department  of  Commerce: 

D-NOA-A64042-00 . .  Consideration  of  waiver  of  the  Moratorium  on  the  iinpor-  LO-2 

tation  of  South  African  sealskins. 

Corps  of  Engineers: 

DS-COE-A3.T(Xt7-OII .  Small  V>oat  harbor  of  refuge,  Fairport  Harbor,  Lake  LO-2 

('ount.y.  Ohio. 

D-COE  COTOOl-Vr .  Proposal  to  constiiict  a  200,000  BPCD  refinery  and  ma-  3 

rine  platform  terminal,  Virgin  Islands  Refinery  Corp., 

St.  Croix,  V.I. 

D-COE-CSGOtU-NJ . Stoeco  Homes,  Inc.,  residential  lagoon  development,  ER-2 

Cape  May  County,  Ocean  City.  N.J. 

D-COE-F:34002-00 . Lake  Seminole  and  Jim  Woodruff  Lock  and  Dam,  LO-2 

operation  and  nifdntenance,  Alabama,  Florida,  and 
Georgia. 

D-COE-E30010-OA . Permit  to  authorize  maintenance  dredging.  Kings  Bay  ER-2 

Military  Ocean  Terminal,  Cumberland  Sound, 

-  Camden  County,  Ga. 

D-COE-E3&011-00 .  Tennessee  River  and  Tributaries,  open  channel  mainte-  LO-2 

nance,  Kenttfcky,  TennesSt'C,  Mississippi,  Alabama, 
and  Georgia. 

D-COE-F,3.5012-00 . .  Cumberland  River,  operation  and  maintenance,  and  LO-2 

management  of  water  resource  development  project, 
mile  0  through  381,  Tennessee  and  Kentucky. 

D-COE-E36026-KY .  Kentucky  River  Basin,  small  flood  control,  Nicholas-  EU-2 

ville.  Jessamine  Couirty,  Ky. 

D-COF,-E36027-MS .  Gordons  Creek,  flood  control,  Forrest  County,  Hatties-  LO-2 

burg.  Miss. 

D-COF.-F32023-00 .  Operation  and  maintenance  of  pools  24,  25,  and  26,  ER-2 

Mississippi  and  Illinois  Rivers,  Mo.  and  Ill. 

DOC-E-F34005-IN . Big  Walnut  Lake,  Big  Walnut  Creek,  Wabash  River  ER-3 

Basin,  Putnam  County,  Ind. 

D-COE-G32()20-TX . Maintenance  dredging,  Sabine-Noches  Waterway,  Tex...  ER-1 

D-COE-G34014-00 . Oiieration  and  maintenance  program,  Denison  Dam,  LO-1 

Lake  Teioma,  Red  River,  Bryan  County,  Okla.,  and 
Grayson  County,  Tex. 

D-COE-G34015-TX _ Maintenance  dredging,  Galveston  Harbor  and  Chaimel,  EK-1 

Tex. 

D-COE-G36028-OK . Albany  Lake,  Island  Bayou,  Okla .  Eit-2 

D-COE-H07000-MO . latan  steamfclectric  plant,  Platte  County,  Mo . LO-2 

D-COE-U36018-MO . . Strate  Branch,  Marion  County  drainage  district,  LO-2 

Mo. 

D-COE-K32003-AS.. . Pago  Pago  Harbor,  Tutnila  Island,  American  Samoa _ LO-2 

D-COE-K32004-AS . . Aunu’U  Boat  Harbor,  Aunu’D  Island,  American  LO-2 

Samoa. 

D-COE-K38001-HI . Permit  for  improvements  to  Ala  Moana  Park  drainage  LO-2 

canal,  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

D-COE-L36036-WA . Swlnomlsh  Channel  maintenance  dredging,  Skagit  LO-1 

County,  Wash. 

D-COE-F36023-MN  . Winona,  flood  control  project  and  waterfront  develop-  EU-2 

ment,  Minnesota. 

Federal  Power  Commission: 

D-FPC-G03001-LA . Calcasieu  LNG  project,  Calcasieu  Parish,  La . LO-2 

D-rPC-K05003-CA . . Helms  project  No.  2735,  Fresno  and  Madera  Counties,  LO-2 

Calif. 

D-FPC-L05002-WA . . . Rock  Island  recreation  plan,  exhibit  R  or  Rock  Island  LO-1 

Hydroelectric  project.  No.  943,  Chelan  County,  Wash. 

General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion: 

D-G8A-D18003-VA . Federal  building  and  parking  facility,  Norfolk,  Va . LO-2 
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Appendix  I. — Draft  environmental  impact  statements  for  which  comments  were  issued 
between  Sept.  1  arid  15,  1976 — Continued 


Identifying  No. 


Title 


Oeneral  Source  for 
nature  of  copies  of 
comments  comments 


Department  of  Dousing  and 
Urban  Development: 

D-HUD-D89015-PA. .........  Eastwlck  urban  renewal,  Philadelphia,  Fa _ ER-2  D 

D-HUD-E28002-NC. .........  Brunswick  County  water  system,  phase  I,  Brunswick  LO-2  E 

County,  N.C. 

D-nUD-G85004-AR . . . Water  treatment  plant  improvements,  Osceola,  Ark . 3  O 

D-HUD-085006-TX _ Park  Forest,  noru  subdivisicm,  Collin  County,  Plano,  LO-2  U 

Tex. 

D-IIUD-G85007-TX _ _ _ Park  Central  development.  Port  Arthur,  lefleison  LO-2  G 

County,  Tex. 

Department  of  the  Interior: 

D-BLM-A02080-AX _ ......  Oil  and  gas  lease  sale  No.  29,  Outer  Continental  Shelf  EU-2  C 

(OCS),  luirthem  Gulf  of  Alaska. 

D-BOR-J61006-MT _ Missouri  wild  and  scenic  river  study,  Montana _ ... _ LO-1  1 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion: 

D-N  RC-HO0OOO-KS _ Wolf  Creek  generating  station,  Coffey  County,  Xans. _ ER-2  H 

Federal  Energy  Administration; 

RD-FEA-A02076-00 . . .  Mandatory  oil  import  program _ ER-2  A 

Department  of  Transportation: 

D-FHW-D40019-WV _ .-.  Appalachian  corridor  H.  Lorenz  to  Elkins,  Upshur,  ER-2  D 

_  Barbour,  and  Randolph  Counties,  W.  Va. 

D-FHW-D'10022-WV _ I-«4,  Bragg  to  Sam  Black  Church,  Raleigh,  Summers,  LO-2  D 

and  Greenbriar  Counties,  W.  Va. 

D-FIIW-E40049-TN _ _ _ TN-67,  from  Appalachian  corridor  B  to  TN-91,  Wash-  LO-2  E 

_  ington  and  Carter  Counties,  Tenn. 

D-FHW-E40050-SC _ _ _ Connector,  U.8.  276  and  U.8.  76,  Laurens,  Greenville,  LO-2  E 

and  Anderson  Coimties,  S.C. 

D-FHW-QM034-OX _ U.S.  62  and  OK-82,  Tahlequah,  Cherokee  County,  LO-1  Q 

Okla. 

D-FHW-040035-TX _ Beltway  8  from  U.S.  59  Southwest  Freeway  to  I-IO  EB-2  G 

_  Katy  Freeway,  Harris  County,  Tex. 

D-FHW-H40030-K8 _ .......  McLean  Blvd.,  Wichita,  Sedgwick  County,  Eans. ......  LO-2  H 

D-FHW-K40022-HI _ Kauai  Belt  Rd.,  U.S.  48,  Hanalei  to  EaUhiwal,  Kauai  ER-2  J 

County,  Hawaii. 

D-FnW-K40023-AZ . .  Forest  Highway  12,  AZ-12,  Yount  to  AZ-260,  Gila  and  LO-1  J 

Coconino  Counties,  Ariz.  - 


>  Pertains  to  the  probable  particulate  air  quality  violation  with  respect  to  the  construction  and  operation  of  grain 
elevators  which  is  a  portion  of  the  waterfront  development  described  in  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement. 


Appendix  n 

DEFINITIONS  OF  CODES  FOR  THE  GENERAL  NATURE 
OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

Environmental  impact  of  the  action 

LO — Lack  of  objection. — ^EPA  has  no  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  proposed  action  as  described 
in  the  draft  Impact  statement;  or  suggests 
only  minor  changes  in  the  proposed  action. 

ER — Environmental  reservations. — ^EPA  has 
reservations  concerning  the  environmental 
effects  of  certain  aspects  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion.  EPA  believes  that  further  study  of  sug¬ 
gested  alternatives  or  modifications  Is  re¬ 
quired  and  has  asked  the  originating  Federal 
agency  to  reassess  these  impacts. 

EU — Environmentally  unsatisfactory.— 
EPA  believes  that  the  proposed  action  is  un¬ 
satisfactory  because  of  its  potentially  harm¬ 
ful  effect  on  the  environment.  Furthermore, 
the  Agency  believes  that  the  potential  safe¬ 
guards  which  might  be  utlllzd  may  not  ade¬ 
quately  protect  the  environment  from  haz¬ 
ards  arising  from  this  action.  The  Agency 
recommends  that  alternatives  to  the  action 
be  analyzed  fiu-ther  (including  the  possibil¬ 
ity  of  no  action  at  all) . 


Adequacy  of  the  impact  statement 

Category  1 — ^Adequate. — ^The  draft  Impact 
statement  adequately  sets  forth  the  environ¬ 
mental  impact  of  the  proposed  project  or  ac¬ 
tion  as  well  as  alternatives  reasonably  avail¬ 
able  to  the  project  or  action. 

Category  2 — Insufficient  information. — EPA 
believes  that  the  draft  Impact  statement  does 
not  contain  sufficient  Information  to  assess 
fully  the  environmental  Impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  or  action.  However,  from  the 
information  submitted,  the  Agency  Is  able  to 
make  a  preliminary  determination  of  the  Im¬ 
pact  on  the  environment.  EPA  has  requested 
that  the  originator  provide  the  Information 
that  was  not  included  In  the  draft  statement. 

Category  3 — Inadequate. — EPA  believes 
that  the  draft  Impact  statement  does  not 
adequately  assess  the  environmental  impact 
of  the  proposed  project  or  action,  or  that 
the  statement  inadequately  analyzes  reason¬ 
able  available  alternatives.  The  Agency  has 
requested  more  information  and  analysis  con¬ 
cerning  the  potential  environmental  hazards 
and  has  asked  that  substantial  revision  be 
made  to  the  Impact  statement. 
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Appkndix  III.  Final  environmenial  impact  statements  for  which  comments  were  issued 
between  Sept.  1  and  15,  1976 


Identifying  No.  Title 


(ieneral  nature  of  comments 


Source  for 
copies  of 
comments 


Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture; 

F-SCS-F64001-MN..  Cliip)iewa  and  I.ong  Prairie 
headwaters,  fish  and  wild¬ 
life  development,  Dougla.s 
tlrant,  Ottert^l,  aitd 
Poire  Counties,  Minn. 

Corps  of  F.ngincers: 

F-COE-A35i34-FL.  Jacksonville  Harbor,  main¬ 
tenance  dredging,  Jivck- 
sonville,  Fla. 

F-COE-A31'l  10-MI..  South  Haven  Harlror,  miti¬ 
gation  of  shore  daiiiiige, 
Michigan. 


F-COE-KStHiOt- TN.  West  Tennessr-e  tributaries 

project,  fiiKKl  control, 
Tennes.se<-. 

1 

F-COE-l'’3(KiO-j-on .  Cooirerative  Ix-iwh  e.ro.sion. 

control  project,  Lakeview 
Park,  Lorain,  Ohio. 

F-COE-F300n3  11,  Peach  ero.sion  control. 

South  Boulevard  Beach, 
Evanston,  Ill. 


F-COK-F3titH>l-II,, .  Kent  Creek,  local  protec¬ 
tion  project,  l{(«kford, 
111. 


EP.\  lias  no  objections  to  the  project  as  proposed. 


E  P  A  generally  had  no  objections  to  the  proposed 
project.  However  EPA  restated  a  need  for  a 
long-range  plan  for  disposal  of  sixiil. 

EPA  generally  had  no  objections  to  the  proposeil 
project.  However,  EPA  has  remiested  the 
Corps  to  conduct  a  chemical  analysis  of  the. 
borrow  material  to  determine  its  acceptability 
for  use  as  beach  nourishnrent. 

EPA  generally  had  no  objections  to  the  pro- 
IKiscd  project.  EPA  suggested  that  a  more 
thorough  evaluation  be  conducted  on  the  |x>s- 
sible  effects  of  tlie  channeliration  on  long- 
tr-rm  effect  on  water  iiuality. 

E  PA  generally  had  no  olijections  to  the  proiiosed 
proj(>ct. 

EPA  generally  had  no  objtH  tions  to  the  proposed 
proji'ct.  EPA  reiiuested  siHvial  consideration 
Ik-  given  to  fill  material,  secondary  eflfwts  on 
loi-al  residents,  and  that  suitable  assurances 
lie  made  to  develop  and  implement  a  littoral 
drift  study. 

EPA  generally  had  noobJecUons  to  the  proiX)St*d 
project. 


Department  of  Hou.s- 
ing  and  Urban 
Development: 

F-Hl!D-E85(KJ7-FL.  .'iterling  Park,  title  X,  iscin- . do . . .  . . 

inole  County,  Fla. 

Department  of 
Transportation: 

F-FIlW-A41‘.»8fr-t.  t).  I’.S.  40,  Steiunlioat  Springs, . do . 

Routt  County,  Colo. 

F-FHW-A4203$>- NB.  tl.S.  30,  t'olumbus,  Platte  EPA  expressed  environmental  reservations  with 
County,  Nebr.  the  proiiosed  project  due  to  predicted  noise 

levi'ls  which  .exceed  the  recommended  levels 
set  by  FHWA’s  I’olicy  and  Procedure  Mem¬ 
orandum  90-2. 

F-FHW-  F40(Xi7-WI..  U.8.  10  and  W 1-114,  Winne-  EP.\  generally  had  no  objections  to  the  proixised 
bago.  Calumet,  and  Outa-  pro  i“ct. 
gamie  Counties,  Wis. 

F-FllW- J40(KH  CO.  Project  F-019-2(14),  Durango  EPA  continues  to  have  environmental  rcserva- 
Soutli,  LaPlata  Count. v,  tions  over  the  profKxsed  project.  EPjV  feels 

Colo.  that  there  are  si-rious  disadvantages  to  the 

proixisi'd  alternative  as  it  will  require  chan¬ 
nelization  of  the  Animas  Itiver  thereby  en- 
croaidiing  uiKin  the  site  of  2  radioactive 
tailings  piles.  This  channelization  will  reduce 
the  land  area  of  the  smelter  Ix-nch  and  may 
have  tile  effect  of  further  limiting  or  coinpli- 
#  eating  the  options  for  remedying  the  existing 

tailings  problem.  In  addition,  this  project  will 
y  convert  land  use  adjacent  to  the  tailings  to  a 

high  use  transiiortation  corridor  which  will 
bring  the  genenil  public  in  much  closer  proxim¬ 
ity  to  a  source  of  radioactivity  than  they  are 
currently  expend  to.  It  is  recommended  that 
the.  highway  either  be  located  in  a  manner  as 
to  not  disturb  the  smelter  liench  or  be  built 
after  the  engineering  feivsibility  evaluation 
and  recommendations  ore  completed  by 
E  RDA  for  these  tailings  piles. 


F 


E 


F 


F 


F 


I 


Appendix  IV.  Final  environmental  impact  statements  which  were  rcvicxred  and  not  com¬ 
mented  on  between  Sept.  1  and  15,  1975 


Identifying  No. 


Title 


Source  of 
review 


Department  of  Agriculture: 

F-AFS-L61014-1D .  Land  use  plan.  Bear  Valley  planning  unit,  Boise  and  Challis  National  K 

Forests,  Idaho. 

F-AFS-L61023-1D .  Land  use  plan,  Idaho  City  planning  unit,  Boise  National  Forest,  Idaho _  K 

F-8CS-tl35015-LA . Duralde  des  Cannes  watershed,  Evangeline  and  Acadia  Parishes,  La .  (1 

F-SC8-J360(J3-MT . City  of  Browning  w'atershed,  tllacier  County,  Mont .  I 

F-SCS-J38000-SD . Mission  Hiil  watershed,  Yankton  Cpimtu.  Spitj  Dalpta .  1 

Corps  of  Engineers; 

FK;OE-A34093-KY . Cave  Run  Lake  project.  Licking  River  Basin,  Ky .  E 

F-COE-A34119-K  Y . Laurel  River  Lake,  Cumberland  River  Basin,  Laurel  River,  Ky .  E 

F-COE-A3t>l4(l-PA . Tamaqiia  local  flood  protection  project,  Schuylkill  County,  Pa . .  D 

FS-COE-A363GO-H1 _ Kandera-Kailua  ana  flood  control  and  allied  puriKises  project,  Oahu,  J 

Honolulu  County,  Hawaii. 

F-COE-A38006-TX . Taylors  Bayou,  drainage  and  flood  control  project.  JefTerson  County,  Tex.  O 

F-COE-A39105-OK _ Oiieration  and  maintenance  program  Fort  Oibson  Lake,  (Jrand  Neosho  O 

River,  Tenkiller  Ferry  Lake,  Illinois  River,  Okla. 

FS-COE-I..36003-WA _ Chief  Joseph  Dam,  additional  units,  oiieration  and  maintenance,  Colum-  K 

Ilia  River,  Wash. 
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Appendix  IV.  Final  environmenial  impact  statements  which  were  reviewed  and  not  com- 
mented  on  between  Sept.  1  and  16,  1976 — Continutd 


Identifying  No. 

Title 

Bonrce  of 
review 

General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration; 

F-GSA-J81002-SD . 

Intonialional  Boundary 
and  Water  Commis¬ 
sion: 

\ 

.  Federal  OlTice  Bldg.,  Huron,  Beadle  County,  8.  D . 

I 

O 

Dyrartment  of  Transportation; 

F-DOT-A51211-OK . Sequoyah  Park  Airport,  Wagoner,  Okla . 

F-FHW-A42200-KS  U.S.  69,  Bourbon  County,  Kans . . . . . . . ...... 

F-FHW-A422.57-AL _ AL-59,  Foley  to  Ixuley,  Baidwin  County,  Ala - - - - - - 

F-FHW-E40008-FL . FL-eo,  Indian  River  County,  Vero  Beach,  Fla . 

O 

H 

E 

E 

F-FHW-E40053-IN . 

.  TN-32  relocation,  Appalachian  corridors,  Grainger  County,  Tenn . . 

K 

Appendix  V. — Regulations,  legislat  ion,  and  other  Federal  agency  act  ions  for  which  comments 
were  issued  between  Sept.  1  and  16,  1976 

IdenUfylng  No. 

Title 

General  nature  of  comments 

Source  for 
copies  of 
comments 

Department  of 

Commerce; 

R-DOC-A87001-00..  15  CFR  pt.  7,  national 
voluntary  laboratory,  ai'- 
creditation  program. 

EPA  believes  that  the  definitions  of  the  words 
“Product”  and  “Class  of  technology”  have 
created  some  confusion  in  the  private  sector 
over  which  Federal  Agency  is  responsible  for 
certification  of  environmental  measurement 
laboratories.  EPA  suggested  modifications 
which  would  help  clarify  the  possible  con¬ 
fusion. 

A 

Appendix  VI 


SOURCE  FOR  COPIES  OF  EPA  COMMENTS 

A.  Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  En- 
Tironmental  Protection  Agency,  Room  2922, 
Waterside  Mall,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

B.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region~I, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  John  F. 
Kennedy  Federal  Building,  Boston,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  02203. 

C.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  II, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York  10007. 

D.  Director  of  Public  Afflars,  Region  HI, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Curtis 
Building,  eth  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pennsylvania  19106. 

E.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  IV, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1421 
Peachtree  Street,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30309. 

F.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  V, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

G.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  VI, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1600  Pat¬ 
terson  Street,  Dallas,  Texas  75201. 

H.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  Vn, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1735 
Baltimore  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64108. 

I.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  VIII, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1860  Lin¬ 
coln  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80203. 

J.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  IX, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  100  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94111. 

K.  Director  of  Public  Affairs,  Region  X, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98101. 

|FR  Doc.75-29783  Piled  11-6-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  RP75-941 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 
Notice  of  Tender  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheets 
October  29,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  15,  1975, 
Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Com¬ 


pany  (Great  Lakes)  tendered  for  filing 
Second  Substitute  Sixteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  57  and  Second  Revised  Sheet 
No.  54  to  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  and 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  53-B  and  First 
Revised  Sheet  No.  53-C  to  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  2  of  its  FPC  Gas  TariflE.  Great 
Lakes  requests  that  these  tariff  sheets 
be  accept^  for  filing  and  made  effective 
as  of  November  14,  1975. 

In  the  transmittal  letter  accompany¬ 
ing  such  filing.  Great  Lakes  states  that 
the  purpose  of  the  revised  tariff  sheets 
is  to  revise  the  formula  for  allocating 
purchased  gas  costs  between  sales  and 
transportation  services.  According  to  the 
Company,  the  allocation  formula  pro¬ 
posed  herein  is  based  upon  “actual  ex¬ 
perience  during  a  recent  Determination 
Period.”  Great  Lakes  states  further  that 
such  actual  experience  indicated  that 
there  should  be  a  change  in  the  alloca¬ 
tion  factors  between  the  resale  and 
transportation  customers. 

Great  Lakes  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  grant  “such  special  permissions 
and  waivers  of  its  Regulations,  including 
but  not  limited  to  Sections  154.22  and 
154.66  tliereof,  as  it  may  deem  necessary 
in  order  that  the  tendered  traiff  sheets 
may  become  effective  November  14, 
1975.” 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  November  7,  1975.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wLhing  to  become  a  party  must 


file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-29837  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  ER76-1731 

LAKE  SUPERIOR  DISTRICT  POWER  CO. 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Wheeling  Agreement 
October  30,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  9,  1975, 
Lake  Superior  District  Power  Company 
(LSDP)  tendered  for  filing  an  agreement 
providing  for  wheeling  service  to  Jump 
River  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Barron 
Electric  Cooperative,  Bayfield  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  and  Price  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.  The  agreement  also  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  sale  by  LSDP  of  certain 
facilities.  The  proposed  rate  schedule  will 
supersede  an  interim  wheeling  agree¬ 
ment  presently  on  file  as  LSDP’s  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  23.  LSDP  requests 
that  the  Commission  waive  the  prior 
notice  requirements  so  as  to  permit  the 
proposed  rate  schedule  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  October  1,  1975. 

The  filing  indicates  that  copies  of  the 
filing  were  sent  to  all  of  the  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  7,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-29836  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP76-1381 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  30,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  21,  1975, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Transco);  Post  OfiBce  Box  1396; 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-138  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as 
amended,  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  issued 
thereunder  and  Section  2.79  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpreta¬ 
tions  for  a  certificate  of  public  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity  authorizing  Transco 
to  transport  approximately  1,500  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  per  day  on  an  interruptible 
basis  lor  Cannon  Mills  Company  (Can¬ 
non),  an  existing  industrial  customer  of 
Public  Service  Company  of  North  Caro- 
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lina,  Inc.  (Public  Service),  a  Transco 
CD-2  customer,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Transco  states  that  the  gas  will  be 
purchased  by  Cannon  from  production  in 
the  Midland  Field,  Acadia  Parish, 
Louisiana  and  delivered  to  Transco  at 
the  inlet  side  of  Transco’s  metering  facili¬ 
ties  located  at  the  tailgate  of  Continental 
Oil  Company’s  Acadia  Gas  Processing 
Plant  in  Acadia  Parish,  Louisiana. 
Transco  will  deliver  the  gas  to  existing 
points  of  delivery  to  Pubhc  Service  for 
the  account  of  Cannon.  Cannon  will  pay 
Transco  an  initial  charge  of  22  cents  per 
Mcf  delivered  to  Public  Service  for  Can¬ 
non’s  account,  and  Transco  will  retain 

3.8  percent  of  the  transportation  volumes 
for  compressor  fuel  and  line  loss  make¬ 
up. 

The  application  states  that  the  gas  is 
Intended  for  high-priority  process  use  in 
Cannon’s  Kannapolis  and  Concord,  North 
Carolina  plants. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  pro¬ 
test  with  reference  to  said  application 
should  on  or  before  November  7, 1975,  file 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission; 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  In¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 

1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Action  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  tlie  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  Is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-29838  FUed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-74  and  74-62  (PaA76-la)  ] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 
Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
October  29,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Transwestem  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  (Transwestem)  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15, 1975,  tendered  for  filing  as  part  of 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  the  following  sheets:* 
Second  Substitute  Original  Sheet  No,  5, 
Second  Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  6. 

These  sheets  are  issued  pursuant  to 
ordering  paragraph  (G)  of  FPC  Order 
issued  September  30,  1975,  in  Docket  No. 
RP74-52  (PGA  76-1)  in  order  to  reflect 
in  Transwestem’s  rates  on  October  1, 
1975,  without  suspension  that  portion  of 
Transwestem’s  increased  purchased  gas 
cost  not  in  excess  of  the  levels  prescribed 
in  Opinion  No.  742  for  small  producers 
and  Opinion  No.  699-H  for  other  than 
small  producers. 

This  filing  is  made  in  supplement  to 
Transwestem’s  Motion  filing  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-74  of  September  30,  1975, 
wherein  Transwestem  convert^  the 
purchased  gas  cost  adjustiftents  filed  in 
Docket  No.  RP74-52  (PGA  76-1)  to  the 
Docket  No,  RP75-74  basis. 

The  proposed  effective  date  of  the 
above  tariff  sheets  is  October  1,  1975, 
Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  jurisdictional  customers 
and  the  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10),  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  November  6, 1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-29835  Filed  ll-6-75;8;45  am] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 

Notice  of  Receipt  and  Approval  of  a 
Proposed  Report 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  proposed  report  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
was  received  by  the  Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Staff,  GAO,  on  October  20,  1975. 
See  44  U.S.C.  3512(c)  and  (d).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  publishing  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the  public 
of  such  receipt  and  the  action  taken  by 
GAO. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Request  for  clearance  of  a  single  time 
request  for  data  on  flight  attendants  and 
food  expense  to  assist  the  CAB  in  com¬ 
pleting  its  computerized  route  financial 


system.  Respondents  are  35  certificated 
route  air  carriers  and  the  burden  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  30  minutes  per  response. 
CAB  requested  emergency  clearance  be¬ 
cause  they  wanted  responses  by  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975,  so  that  the  computerized 
route  financial  system  could  be  quickly 
computed.  Clearance  was  provided  by 
GAO  under  number  B-180226  (S76007) 
on  October  22,  1975. 

Carl  F.  Bogar, 
Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review. 

I  FR  Doc .75-29856  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Notice  of  Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  were  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Re¬ 
view  Staff,  GAO,  on  October  29,  1975. 
See  44  U.S.C.  3512(c)  &  (d) .  The  purpose 
of  publishing  this  list  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

'The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received:  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
FPC  forms  are  invited  from  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  organizations,  public 
interest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amount  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed  forms, 
comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  November  24,  1975, 
and  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  Carl  F. 
Bogar,  Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Spe¬ 
cial  Programs,  United  States  General 
Accounting  Office,  Room  5216,  425  I 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-376-5425. 

Federal  Power  Commission 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
requests  an  extension  no  change  clear¬ 
ance  to  continue  the  use  of  FPC  Form 
No.  12,  Power  System  Statement  (Class 
I  and  II  systems  and  requested  Class  IV 
and  V  systems) .  FPC  Form  No.  12  is  filed 
annually  on  on  before  the  first  of  May 
with  the  Commission  by  each  Corpora¬ 
tion,  person,  agency,  authority  or  other 
legal  entity  or  instrumentality,  whether 
public  or  private,  which  operates  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  generation  or  transmission 
or  distribution  of  electric  energy,  and 
which  is  in  the  classification  of  Class  I 
and  II  Systems,  or  Class  IV  or  V  specifi¬ 
cally  directed.  The  report  and  form  is 
prescribed  under  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations,  18  CFR  141.51.  There  will  be  re¬ 
sponses  for  approximately  623  systems 
and  it  is  estimated  that  an  average  of 
250  hours  will  be  required  annually  per 
response. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
requests  an  extension  no  change  clear¬ 
ance  to  continue  the  use  of  FPC  Form 
No.  12-A,  Power  System  Statement 
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(Classes  m,  IV  and  V  Systems).  FPC 
Form  No.  12-A  Is  filed  annually  on  or 
before  the  first  of  May  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  each  corporation,  person,  agency, 
authority  or  other  legal  entity  or  in¬ 
strumentality,  whether  public  or  private, 
which  operates  facilities  for  the  genera¬ 
tion  or  transmission  or  distribution  of 
electric  energy,  and  which  is  in  the  class¬ 
ification  of  Class  m,  IV,  or  V  Systems, 
except  wherein  these  systems  have  dur¬ 
ing  the  year  less  than  5000  megawatt- 
hours  of  “net  energy  for  system”  unless 
specifically  directed  otherwise.  The  re¬ 
port  and  form  is  prescribed  under  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  18  CFR  141.52. 
There  will  be  2121  responses  and  it  is 
estimated  that  an  average  of  25  hours 
will  be  required  annually  per  response. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
requests  an  extension  no  change  clear¬ 
ance  to  continue  the  use  of  FPC  Form  No. 
12-C,  Electric  Generating  Capacity.  Form 
No.  12-C  is  designed  to  collect  from  the 
smaller  industrial  establishments  (5,000 
kw  or  less)  annual  capacity  and  genera¬ 
tion,  sales  of  electric  energy,  and  l)rinci- 
pal  product,  such  information  to  be  used 
by  FPC  regional  ofiBces  In  making  fore¬ 
casts  and  preparation  of  other  related 
studies.  There  will  be  responses  for  ap¬ 
proximately  570  industrial  plants  and  it 
Is  estimated  that  an  average  of  one  hour 
will  be  required  annually  per  response. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
requests  an  extension  no  change  clear¬ 
ance  to  continue  the  use  of  FPC  Form  No. 
12-D,  Power  System  Statement  (Class  m 
systems  with  less  than  5000  Mwh;  speci¬ 
fied  Class  IV  and  V  systems) .  FPC  Form 
No.  12-D  is  filed  annually  on  or  before 
the  first  of  May  with  the  Commission  by 
each  corporation,  person,  agency,  au¬ 
thority  or  other  legal  entity  or  instru¬ 
mentality,  whether  public  or  private, 
which  operates  facilities  for  the  genera¬ 
tion  or  transmission  or  distribution  of 
electric  energy,  and  which  is  in  the  classi¬ 
fication  of  Class  m,  wherein  these  sys¬ 
tems  have  during  the  year  less  than  5000 
megawatt-hours  of  “net  energy  for  sys¬ 
tems."  or  if  specifically  directed  other¬ 
wise.  The  report  and  form  is  prescribed 
under  the  Commission’s  regulations,  18 
CFR  141.55.  There  will  be  responses  for 
869  systems  and  it  is  estimate  that  an 
average  of  15  hours  will  be  required  an¬ 
nually  per  response. 

The  FWeral  Power  Commission  (PE*C) 
requests  an  extension  no  change  clear¬ 
ance  to  continue  the  use  of  FPC  Form  No. 
12-F,  Power  line  and  Construction  Data. 
Form  No.  12-F  collects  information  on: 
(a)  New  lines  placed  in  service,  old  lines 
removed  from  service  and  changes  in  ex¬ 
isting  lines:  (b)  new  lines  under  con¬ 
struction;  and  (c)  lines  proposed  for  in¬ 
stallation  in  the  pext  six  years  but  not 
under  construction.  Form  No.  12‘-F  will 
be  filed  annually  by  approximately  554 
electric  utilities  that  own  or  intend  to 


construct  electric  transmission  lines  for 
69  Kv  (designed  voltage)  or  greater  in 
the  contiguous  U.S.  or  22  Kv  or  greater 
in  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico,  Virgin  Islands, 
Alaska  and  Hawaii  and  it  is  estimated 
that  an  average  of  20  hours  will  be  re¬ 
quired  annually  per  response. 

Carl  F.  Bogar, 
Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review. 

[FE  Doc.75-29857  FUed  ll-6-75;8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Notice  of  Receipt  of  Report  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  Intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  was  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Staff,  GAO  on  October  30,  1975.  See  44 
U.S.C.  3512  (c)  &  (d).  The  purpose  of 
publishing  this  notice  in  the  Fideral 
Register  is  to  inform  the  ptibllc  of  such 
receipt. 

The  notice  Includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
spmisortng  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  Information  is  propos^  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
ICC  form  are  invited  from  all  Interested 
persons,  organizations,  public  interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amount  of  time  GAO  has 
to  review  the  im>pc»ed  form,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or 
before  November  24.  1975.  and  shovild  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  Caii  F.  Bogar,  Assistant 
Director.  Office  of  Special  Programs, 
United  States  General  Accounting  Office, 
Room  5216,  425  I  Street,  NW.,  Welling¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff.  202-376-5425. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Request  for  an  extension  no  change 
clearance  of  Quarterly  Report  Form 
QL&D,  required  to  be  filed  by  some  1900 
motor  carriers  of  property  with  an  aver¬ 
age  operating  revenue  of  $1  million  or 
more,  pursuant  to  Section  220  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act.  Data  are  used  for 
economic  regulatory  purposes.  Minor  re¬ 
visions  hi  this  quarterly  report  resulted 
from  the  addition  of  city  zone  codes  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  of  Notice  of  Change 
in  the  Federal  Register,  40  FR  27747; 
39578.  Repfurtlng  burden  for  carriers  la 
estimated  to  average  36  hours  per  report. 
Reports  are  mandatory  and  available  for 
use  of  the  public. 

Carl  F.  Bogar, 
Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review. 
[FB  Doc.75-29858  FUed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(TA  201-11] 

FERRICYANIDE  AND  FERROCYANIDE 
BLUE  PIGMENTS 

Notice  of  Investigation  and  Hearing 

Investigation  instituted.  Following  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  petition  on  October  2,  1975, 
filed  by  the  American  Cyanamld  Co., 
Wayne,  New  Jersey,  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  on 
October  30, 1975,  Instituted  an  investiga¬ 
tion  under  section  201(b)  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  to  determine  whether  fer- 
ricyanide  and  ferrocyanide  blue  pig¬ 
ments,  provided  for  in  item  473.28  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States,  are 
being  imported  in  such  increased  quanti¬ 
ties  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of  serious 
injury,  or  the  threat  thereof,  to  the 
domestic  Industry  producing  an  article 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  the  im¬ 
ported  article. 

Public  hearing  ordered.  A  public  hear¬ 
ing  in  connection  with  this  investigation 
will  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  at  10 
am..  eA.t..  on  Tuesday,  January  13. 1976. 
in  the  Hearing  Room.  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission  Building,  701  E 
Street,  N.W.  Requests  for  appearances  at 
the  hearing  should  be  received  in  writing 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  at 
his  offices  in  Washington  not  later  than 
noon.  Thursday,  January  8,  1976. 

Inspection  of  petition.  The  petition 
filed  in  this  case  is  available  for  ptibllc 
inQ)ection  at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
and  at  the  New  York  City  office  of  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission 
located  at  6  World  Center. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

Issued:  November  3, 1975. 

[seal]  O.  Patrick  Henry, 

Acting  Secretary. 

fFR  Doc.75-29850  FUed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 

[332-76] 

U.S.-CANAOIAN  AUTOMOTIVE 
AGREEMENT 

Place  of  Public  Hearing 

N(^ice  is  hereby  given  ttiat  the  public 
hearing  in  connection  with  United  States 
International  lYade  Commission  Investi¬ 
gation  No.  332-76,  UB.-Canadian  auto¬ 
motive  agreement  in  Detroit,  Michigan 
beginning  at  10  am.,  e.8.t.,  on  Tuesday. 
November  18. 1975,  will  be  held  in  Court¬ 
room  859  of  the  Federal  Building,  231 
West  Lafayette  Street.  Requests  for  ap¬ 
pearances  at  the  hearing  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis- 
skm  at  his  oflSce  in  Washington,  D.C..  no 
later  than  noon  on  November  13.  1975. 

Notice  ci  Investigation  and  Hearing 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Rxgisri 
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on  Monday,  September  8,  1975  (40  FR 
41565). 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  October  31, 1975. 

[seal]  G.  Patrick  Henry, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-29851  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[NOTICE  75-88] 

SPACE  PROCESSING  AD  HOC 
ADVISORY  SUBCOMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

The  NASA  Space  Processing  Ad  Hoc 
Advisory  Subcommittee  of  the  Applica¬ 
tions  Steering  Committee  will  meet  at 
NASA  Headquarters,  600  Independence 
Avenue,  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  on  No¬ 
vember  20-21,  1975.  The  meeting  will  be 
held  in  Room  226B  of  FOB  lOB  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  4:3C  p.m.  on  each  day. 

The  subcommittee  will  review  the  ap¬ 
plications  for  membership  on  the  Ap¬ 
plications  Steering  Committee,  Space 
Processing  Payload  Advisory  Subcom¬ 
mittee  received  in  response  to  an  Appli¬ 
cations  Notice  announcing  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  and  recommend  Individuals  for 
appointment  to  this  subcommittee.  In 
addition,  the  current  status  of  proposals 
tentatively  selected  for  the  Space  Proc¬ 
essing  Rocket  Experiment  Project  (An¬ 
nouncement  of  Owx>rtunity  OA-74-1) 
in  May,  1975  will  be  reviewed  and  a  rec¬ 
ommendation  on  their  final  disposition 
will  be  prepared. 

Since  the  subcommittee  sessions  will 
be  concerned  throughout  with  matters 
listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (6) ,  as  described 
above,  it  is  hereby  determined  that  the 
sessions  should  be  closed  to  the  public. 

For  further  information,  please  con¬ 
tact  Dr.  James  H.  Bredt  at  Area  Code 
202, 755-3848. 

William  W.  Snavely, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs. 

October  31, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-29831  Piled  ll-5-75;'8;45  am] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
NATIONAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  ARTS 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  National  Council  on  the 
Arts  will  be  held  on  November  21,  1975 
from  9:30  a.m.-l:45  p.m.  in  the  Shore- 
ham  Building  and  from  2:30  p.m.-5  p.m. 
in  the  Auditorium  of  the  Department  of 
Labor  at  3rd  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW. 
On  November  22  and  23  the  Coimcil  will 
meet  in  the  Shoreham  Building,  1st  floor 
conference  room,  806  15th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  on  November  21  from  2:30 
p.m.-5  p.m.  and  on  November  22  from 


8:30  a.m.-l:30  p.m.  on  a  space  available 
basis.  Accommodations  are  limited.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  open  session  on  November  21, 
there  will  be  presentations  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Design  Council  and  the  Architecture 
&  Environmental  Arts  Program.  On  No¬ 
vember  22  the  agenda  will  include:  Dis¬ 
cussion  on  Program  Guidelines  and  re¬ 
ports  from  Assistant  Chairman/ Man¬ 
agement,  Research,  Evaluation,  Litera¬ 
ture,  Education,  Theatre,  and  Bicenten¬ 
nial  Resources  Development. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  on  November  21  from  9:30-1 :45  p.m., 
on  November  22  from  1:45  p.m.-6  p.m., 
and  on  November  23  from  8:45  a,m.-l 
p.m.  are  for  the  purpose  of  Panel  review, 
discussion,  evaluation,  and  recommenda¬ 
tion  on  applications  for  financial  assist¬ 
ance  tmder  the  National  Foundation  on 
the  Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965, 
as  amended.  Including  discussion  of  in¬ 
formation  given  in  confidence  to  the 
agency  by  grant  applicants.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  determination  of  the 
Chairman  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  Jime  16,  1975,  these  sessions, 
which  Involve  matters  exempt  from  the 
requirements  of  public  disclosure  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552(b),  (4),  (5), 
and  (6) )  will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Sims,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  caU  (202)  634-6377. 

Robert  M.  Sims, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
-  Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

[FR  Doc.75-29823  Piled  11-6-75:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

SYSTEM  OF  RECORDS  UNDER  THE 
PRIVACY  ACT 

Corrections 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  NSF  Systems  of  Records  No. 

1  currently  entitled,  “Applicants  for  Em¬ 
ployment,”  as  published  In  the  Federal 
Register,  Vol.  40,  No.  166,  Part  HI,  page 
38129  on  August  26,  1975.  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  provide  a  more 
descriptive  title  of  the  system  and  to  cor¬ 
rect  an  inadvertent  error  ir  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  category  of  individuals  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  sjrstem.  Accordingly,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  changes  and  corrections  are  made 
to  the  following  characteristics  of  NSF 
System  No.  1 : 

1.  The  “System  name”  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows:  System  name.  Em¬ 
ployment  Inquiries  and  Background 
Information. 

2.  The  “Categories  of  Individuals  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  system”  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  Individuals  inquiring  about 
opportunities  for  employment  at  the 
Foundation  who  supply  resumes,  stand¬ 
ard  form  171’s  or  other  background  in¬ 
formation  either  on  their  own  or  at  the 


request  of  Foundation  personnel.  This 
system  covers  only  information  sub¬ 
mitted  as  general  background  for  use  in 
the  event  vacancies  should  occur  as  op¬ 
posed  to  formal  applications  (e.g.  SF 
171’s)  with  respect  to  positions  for  which 
the  Foundation  is  actively  recruiting.  In 
the  latter  case,  applications  are  filed 
with  the  announcement  folders  and  arc 
not  a  part  of  this  system  of  records,  but  • 
the  applications  may  become  part  of 
NSF  System  No.  25  if  the  applicant  does 
obtain  employment  with  the  Foundation. 

Dated:  October  31, 1975. 

H.  Guyford  Stever, 
Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-29855  Filed  11-5-75:8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  75-31] 

ACCIDENT  REPORT;  RECOMMENDATION 

RESPONSE 

Notice  of  Availability  and  Receipt 

Highway  Accident  Report.  Research 
into  effective  restraints  and  human 
crash  tolerances  of  sideward-sitting  oc¬ 
cupants  of  motor  vehicles  was  urged  by 
the  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  in  a  report  released  October  31, 
1975.  The  report.  No.  NTSB-HARr-75-6, 
resulted  from  the  Board’s  investigation 
of  the  crash  of  a  multipurpose  vehicle, 
operated  by  the  n.S.  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  into  the  rear  of 
a  parked  tractor-semitrailer  truck  near 
El  Centro,  California,  March  8, 1974.  The 
Safety  Board  determined  that  the  prob¬ 
able  cause  of  the  collision  was  that  the 
multipurpose  vehicle  left  the  roadway 
and  collided  with  a  tractor-trailer 
parked  approximately  15  feet  off  the 
pavement.  The  Board  was  imable  to  de¬ 
termine  why  the  driver  was  not  control¬ 
ling  the  multipurpese  vehicle. 

The  report  contains  eight  safety  rec¬ 
ommendations,  Nos.  H-75-23  through  30, 
directed  to  five  Federal  ag^cles.  The 
Safety  Board  recommends:  That  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  (1) 
clarify  its  rule  49  CFR  392.22(b)  (1)  for 
placement  of  warning  devices  for  parked 
trucks  and  buses,  and  (2)  design  future 
motorist  aid  facilities  to  meet,  wherever 
possible,  the  30-foot-minimum  for  a 
clear  roadside  recovery  area  (H-75-23 
and  24) ;  that  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  (1)  set 
guidelines,  based  on  human  factors  I'e- 
search,  for  seat  installations  made  after 
initial  vehicle  sale,  and  (2)  study  crash 
forces  on  sideward-sitting  occupants  of 
vehicles  and  issue  standards  adequate 
for  their  protection  (H-75-25  and  26) ; 
that  the  Civil  Service  Commission  re¬ 
quire  all  Federal  agencies  to  adhere  to 
Federal  Personnel  Manual  physical 
standards  for  its  motor  vehicle  operators 
(H-75-27) ;  that  the  Immigration  and 
Natmalization  Service  (1)  assure  the 
hiring  of  only  medically  qualified  per¬ 
sons  as  motor  vehicle  operators,  and  (2) 
consider  revising  its  procedures  for 
transporting  aliens  in  externally  secured 
compartments  to  assure  that  help  will  be 
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available  in  an  emergency  to  assist  In 
the  evacuation  of  the  vehicle  (H-75-28 
and  29) ;  and  that  the  Department  of 
Justice  consider  this  emergency  prls- 
oner-evaculation  problem  and  develop 
safe  evacuation  guidelines  for  all  appro¬ 
priate  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
(H-75-30).  Recommendations  H-75-23 
and  H-75-27  through  30  are  designated 
“Class  I”  to  indicate  the  need  for  urgent 
action. 

Response  to  Recommendation  R-75-22. 
The  Department  of  Transportation  has 
rejected  a  recommendation  stemming 


ber  and  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
In  the  Federai.  Register.  Address  inquiries  to: 
Publications  Unit,  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board,  Washington,  D.O.  20694. 

Multiple  copies  of  reports  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  National  Technical  Infor¬ 
mation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1574  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903, 1906) ) ) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

'  November  3,  1975. 


20555,  Attention:  Chief,  OflBce  of  Anti¬ 
trust  and  Indemnity,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation,  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  30,  1975. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  23rd  day 
of  October  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Karl  Kniel, 


Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 


IFR  Doc.75-29240  FUed  10-29-75;8;45  am) 


from  the  Safety  Board’s  investigation  of 
a  hazardous  materials  accident  which 
occurred  in  the  Norfolk  and  Western 
Railway  yard  at  Decatur,  Illinois,  July 
19,  1974  (40  FR  27081) .  DOT’S  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau  replied  on  Octo¬ 
ber  20,  1975,  to  this  recommendation, 
which  is  directed  to  reporting  require¬ 
ments.  MTB  notes  that  from  January  1, 
1971,  to  date,  more  than  29,000  hazard¬ 
ous  material  incidents  have  been  re¬ 
ported  on  Form  F-5800.1.  MTB  states 
that  many  of  the  reports  were  incomplete 
in  one  or  more  areas,  and  that  followup 
efforts  to  secure  additional  information 
often  proved  difficult  since  “the  persons 
preparing  the  reports  were  not  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  secure 'the  needed  information.” 
According  to  MTB,  “The  addition  of  a 
new  reporting  element  requiring  report¬ 
ers  of  incidents  to  ‘delineate  the  danger 
zone’  would  call  for  a  subjective  evalua¬ 
tion  beyond  the  capabilities  and  quali¬ 
fications  of  those  persons  now  preparing 
the  reports.”  MTB  concludes,  “While  the 
Bureau  has  some  modifications  of  the 
hazardous  materials  Incident  reporting 
requirements  under  consideration,  one  of 
which  addresses  Recommendation  R-75- 
22,  we  do  not  Intend  to  initiate  proce¬ 
dures  to  adopt  in  full,  or  in  part,  the 
recommendation  at  the  present  time  or 
in  the  near  future.  Therefore,  pursuant 
to  49  use  1906,  this  response  should  be 
considered  a  refusal  to  initiate  or  con¬ 
duct  procedures  for  adopting  Recom¬ 
mendation  R-75-22  for  the  following  rea¬ 
sons:  (1)  The  ability  of  carrier  person¬ 
nel  to  report  the  delineation  of  danger 
zones  is  questionable  and  would  call  for 
subjective  evaluations  resulting  in  sub¬ 
mission  of  data  of  questionable  value;  and 
(2)  While  some  clarification  of  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  what  constitutes  an  injury 
may  be  appropriate,  the  determination 
of  damages  relative  to  accidents  of  signi¬ 
ficance  can  best  be  handled  by  a  follow¬ 
up  procedure,  rather  than  promulgation 
of  detailed  requirements  for  all  incidents 
which  would  impose  an  unreasonable 
burden  upon  reporting  carriers  and  cause 
a  proliferation  of  reports,  including  re¬ 
submitted  reports.” 

The  highway  accident  report  Is  available 
to  the  general  public;  single  copies  may  be 
obtained  without  charge.  A  $4  user-service 
charge  will  be  made  for  a  copy  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  response  letter.  In  addition  to 
a  charge  of  104  per  page  for  reproduction. 
All  requests  must  be  in  writing.  Identified 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  P-560-A] 

CENTRAL  MAINE  POWER  CO. 

Receipt  of  Partial  Application  for  Construc¬ 
tion  Permit  and  Facility  License:  Time  for 
Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrust  Mat¬ 
ters 

Central  Maine  Power  Company  (the 
applicant) ,  pursuant  to  section  103  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
has  filed  one  part  of  an  application, 
which  was  docketed  on  August  20,  1975, 
in  connection  with  their  plans  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  a  reactor  in  Searsport, 
Maine.  The  portion  of  the  application 
filed  contains  the  Information  requested 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  the  purpose 
of  an  antitrust  review  of  the  aiH>licatlon 
as  set  forth  in  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appen¬ 
dix  L. 

The  remaining  portions  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  consisting  of  an  Environmental  Re¬ 
port  and  a  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis 
Report  pursuant  to  §  2.101  of  Part  2,  are 
expected  to  be  filed  in  April  and  Jime 
1976,  respectively.  Upon  receipt  of  the 
remaining  portions  of  the  application 
dealing  with  radiological  health  and 
safety  and  environmental  matters, 
separate  notices  of  receipt  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Commission  including  an 
appropriate  notice  of  hearing. 

The  applicant  has  solicited  from  other 
New  England  utilities  non-binding  in¬ 
dications  of  potential  Interest  in  the 
unit.  As  utilities  indicate  their  Interest, 
additional  antitrust  information  will  be 
submitted  for  them. 

A  copy  of  the  partial  application  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  and  at  the  Local  Public  Document 
Room,  Office  of  Town  Manager,  Union 
Hall,  Reservoir  Street,  Searsport,  Maine 
04974.  Docket  No.  P-560-A  has  teen  as¬ 
signed  to  the  application  and  should  be 
referenced  in  any  correspondence  relat¬ 
ing  to  it. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  presented  to  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regula- 


[Docket  No.  60-261] 

CAROLINA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  issuance 
of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-23  Issued  to  Carolina 
Power  and  Light  Company  (the  licensee) , 
for  operation  of  the  H.  B.  Robinson 
Steam  Electric  Plant  Unit  2,  located  in 
Darlington  County,  Hartsvllle,  South 
Carolina. 

In  accordance  with  the  licensee's  appli¬ 
cation  dated  September  5,  1975,  the 
amendment  would  relate  to  the  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  spent  fuel  storage  pool.  The 
licensee  proposes  to  Install  36  additional 
storage  locations  in  the  present  spent 
fuel,  pool,  increasing  its  capacity  from 
240  fuel  assemblies  to  276  fuel  assemblies. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed 
license  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act)  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 

By  December  8, 1975,  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  Intervene  with  respect  to  the 
issuance  of  the  amendment  to  the  subject 
facility  operating  license.  Petitions  for 
leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  under 
oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part 
2  of  the  Commission’s  regulations.  A  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  must  set  forth 
the  interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the 
proceeding,  how  that  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceeding, 
and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  licensing  action. 
Such  petitions  must  be  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice  and  §  2.714,  and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Section,  by  the 
above  date.  A  copy  of  the  petition  and/or 
request  for  a  hearing  should  be  sent  to 
the  Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  and  to  G.  F.  ’Trowbridge, 


by  the  report  and/or  recommendation  num-  tory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  Esquire,  Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts,  Trow- 
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bridge,  and  Madden,  Barr  Building,  910 
17th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006,  the  attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
intex’vention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he 
becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  September  5,  1975,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Boom, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Hartsville  Manorial  Library, 
Home  and  Plfth  Avenues,  Hartsville, 
South  Carolina.  The  license  amendment 
and  the  Safety  Evaluation,  when  issued, 
may  be  insF>ected  at  the  above  locations 
and  a  copy  may  be  obtained  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  30th 
day  of  October  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4.  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  DOC.7&-29802  FUed  11-5-75; 8: 45  am] 


necessary  for  structural  integrity  of  the 
external  walls.  Including  any  electrical 
conduits,  ducts,  piping  or  other  struc¬ 
tural  members  embedded  in  the  base  and 
walls  for  the  Unit  1  containment  build¬ 
ing,  auxiliary  building  and  fuel  handling 
building.  Unit  1  pipe  tunnel.  Unit  1  and 
Unit  2  turbine  building,  circulating 
water  pump  house;  and  grouting  and  in¬ 
stallation  of  foundation  for  essential 
service  water  cooling  towers. 

Any  activities  undertaken  pursuant  to 
this  authorization  are  entirely  at  the 
risk  of  the  Commonwealth  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  and  the  grant  of  the  authorization 
has  no  bearing  on  the  issuance  of  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  with  respect  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  rules,  regulations, 
or  orders  promulgated  pursuant  thereto. 

A  Partial  Initial  Decision  on  public 
health  and  safety  issues  was  Issued  by 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
in  the  above  captioned  proceeding  on 
October  29,  1975.  ’The  safety  related  ac¬ 
tivities  authorized  by  the  Commission 
are  within  the  scope  of  10  CFR  50.10(e) 
(3) .  ’This  is  in  addition  to  activities  pre¬ 
viously  authorized  under  10  C!FR  50.10 
(e)(1).  Notice  of  this  action  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  19,  1974  (39  FR  43768).  A  copy 
of  (1)  the  Partial  Initial  Decision  issued 
October  29,  1975;  (2)  the  applicant’s 
Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Report  and 
amendments  thereto;  (3)  the  applicant’s 
Environmental  Report  and  amendments 
thereto;  (4)  the  staff’s  Final  Elnvlron- 
mental  Statement  dated  July  1974;  and 
(5)  the  Commission’s  letters  of  authori¬ 
zation  dated  December  13,  1974,  and 
October  30,  1975,  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  in  the  Byron  Pub¬ 
lic  Library,  ’Third  and  Washingfton 
Streets,  Byron,  Illinois. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this 
30th  day  of  (October,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

B.  J.  Youngblood, 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  3,  Division  of  Reac¬ 
tor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.75-29803  Piled  11-5-76:8:45  am] 


sary  for  structural  integrity  of  the  ex¬ 
ternal  walls,  including  any  electrical 
conduits,  ducts,  piping  or  other  struc¬ 
tural  members  emb^ded  in  the  base  and 
walls  for  the  Unit  1  containment  build¬ 
ing,  auxiliary  building  and  fuel  handling 
building.  Unit  1  pipe  tunnel.  Unit  1  and 
Unit  2  turbine  building,  and  lake  screen 
house. 

Any  activities  undertaken  pursuant  to 
this  authorization  are  entirely  at  the  risk 
of  the  Commonwealth  Edison  Company 
and  the  grant  of  the  authorization  has 
no  bearing  on  the  issuance  of  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  with  respect  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  and  rules,  regulations,  or 
orders  promulgated  pursuant  thereto. 

A  Partial  Initial  Decision  on  public 
health  and  safety  issues  was  issued  by 
the  Atomic  Safty  and  Licensing  Board 
in  the  above  captioned  proceeding  on 
October  29,  1975.  ’The  safety  relatd  ac¬ 
tivities  authorized  by  the  Commission 
are  within  the  scope  of  10  CFR  50.10(e) 
(3) .  ’This  is  in  addition  to  activities  pre¬ 
viously  authorized  under  10  C7FR  50.10 
(e)  (1) .  Notice  of  this  action  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  20,  1975  (40  FR  3237).  A  copy  of  (1) 
the  Partial  Initial  Decision  issued  Oc¬ 
tober  20,  1975;  (2)  the  applicant’s  Pre¬ 
liminary  Safety  Analysis  Report  and 
amendments  thereto;  (3)  the  iqiplicant’s 
Environmental  Report  and  amendments 
thereto;  (4)  the  staff’s  Pinal  Ekiviron- 
mental  Statement  dated  July  1974;  and 
(5)  the  Commission’s  letters  of  authori¬ 
zation  dated  January  14,  1975,  and  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1975,  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  in  the  Wilming¬ 
ton  Township  Public  Library,  201  South 
Kankakee  Street,  Wilmington,  Illinois. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this 
30th  day  of  October,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

B.  J.  Youngblood, 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  3,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 

[PR  Doc .75-29804  Plied  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-321] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-454,  STN  50-455] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

(BYRON  STATION,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Issuance  of  Limited  Work  Authorization 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
50.10(e)  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission’s  (Commission)  regulations,  the 
Commission  has  authorized  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  Edison  Company  to  conduct 
certain  additional  site  activities  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Byron  Station,  Units  1 
and  2. 

The  activities  that  are  authorized  are 
within  the  scope  of  those  authorized  by 
10  CFR  50.10(e)  (3),  and  Include  instal¬ 
lation  of  reinforced  concrete  base  mat 
and  external  walls  below  grade  and  be¬ 
low  grade  interior  walls  to  the  extent 


(Docket  Nos.  STN  60-456,  STN  50-457] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 
(BRAIDWOOD  STATION,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Issuance  of  Limited  Work  Authorization 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
50.10(e)  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission’s  (Commission)  regulations,  the 
Commission  has  authorized  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  Edison  Company  to  conduct 
certain  additional  site  activities  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Braidwood  Station, 
Units  1  and  2. 

The  activities  that  are  authorized  are 
within  the  scope  of  those  authorized  by 
10  CFR  50.10(e)(3),  and  include  instal¬ 
lation  of  reinforced  concrete  base  mat 
and  external  walls  below  grade  and  below 
grade  interior  walls  to  the  extent  neces- 


GEORGIA  POWER  CO.  AND  OGLETHORPE 
ELECTRIC  MEMBERSHIP  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  Issued  Amendment  No. 
20  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPRr-57  Issued  to  Georgia  Power  Com¬ 
pany  and  Oglethorpe  Electric  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation,  which  revised  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Edwin  I.  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant,  Unit  1, 
located  in  Appling  Coimty,  Georgia.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

’The  amendment  modifies  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  to  revise  the  high 
steam  flow  trip  setting  associated  with 
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the  High  Pressure  Coolant  Injection 
(HPCI)  system. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regvilations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth 
in  the  license  amendment.  Prior  public 
notice  of  this  amendment  is  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  11,  1975, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  20  to  License  No. 
DPR-57,  with  Change  No.  20  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  Inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Appling 
County  Public  library,  Parker  Street, 
Baxley,  Cleorgia  31513. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  21st  day 
of  October,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Walter  A.  Paulson, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.75-29805  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  50-321] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO.  AND  OGLETHORPE 
ELECTRIC  MEMBERSHIP  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
21  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-57  issued  to  Georgia  Power  Com¬ 
pany  and  Oglethorpe  Electric  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation,  which  revised  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Edwin  I.  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant  Unit  1, 
located  in  Appling  County,  Georgia.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  will  (1)  revise  the 
surveillance  testing  requirements  for  the 
personnel  air  lock  to  the  primary  con¬ 
tainment  and  (2)  correct  a  typographical 
error. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  C^iapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 


this  amendment  is  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  Involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  April  29,  1975  and 
August  13,  1975,  (2)  Amendment  No.  21 
to  License  No.  DPR-57,  with  Change  No. 
21,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Appling  Coxmty  Public 
Library,  Parker  Street,  Baxley,  Georgia 
31513. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di- 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  29th 
day  of  October,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.75-29806  FUed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  STN  50-482] 

KANSAS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND 
KANSAS  CITY  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  for  the  Wolf  Creek  Generating  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  No.  1 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Final  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  prepared  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Oflace  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regula¬ 
tion,  related  to  the  proposed  Wolf  Creek 
Generating  Station  Unit  1  to  be  con¬ 
structed  by  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  and  Kansas  City  Power  and 
Light  Company  in  Coffey  County,  Kansas, 
is  available  for  inspection  by  the  public 
in  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  in  the  Oflace  of  the  County 
Clerk,  Coffey  County  Courthouse,  Bur¬ 
lington,  Kansas.  The  Pinal  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  is  also  being  made  avail¬ 
able  at  the  Budget  Division,  Department 
of  Administration,  1st  Floor — State 
House,  Topeka,  Kansas. 

The  notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  for  the  Wolf 
Creek  Generating  Station  and  requets 
for  comments  from  interested  persons 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  7,  1975  (40  PR  28509).  The  com¬ 
ments  received  from  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies  and  interest^  members 
of  the  public  have  been  included  as  an 
appendix  to  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement. 

Copies  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  (Document  No.  NUREG  75/ 
096)  may  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  Spring- 


field,  Virginia,  22161,  at  a  cost  of  $9.25 
for  printed  copies  and  $2.25  for 
microfiche. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  31st 
day  of  October,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Gordon  K.  Dicker, 

Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.75-29807  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  60-220] 

NIAGARA  MOHAWK  POWER  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U  S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 

3  to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
63  Issued  to  Niagara  Mohawk  Power 
Corporation  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Nine 
Mile  Point  Nuclear  Station,  Unit  1, 
located  in  Oswego  County,  New  York. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date 
of  Issuance. 

The  amendment  requires  operability 
and  surveillance  by  hydraulic  snubbers 
required  to  protect  the  primary  coolant 
system  and  all  other  safety  related  sys¬ 
tems  and  components. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  signif¬ 
icant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  17,  1975, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  3  to  License  No. 
DPR-63,  with  Change  No.  3,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation, 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Oswego  City 
Library,  120  E.  Second  Street,  Oswego, 
New  York  13126. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  1st 
day  of  October,  1975, 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Walter  A.  Paulson, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.75-29808  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  60-2461 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO. 

ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
14  to  Provisional  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-21  issued  to  Connecticut  Light  and 
Power  Company,  The  Hartford  Electric 
Light  Company,  Western  Massachusetts 
Electric  Company,  and  Northeast  Nu¬ 
clear  Energy  Company,  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation 
of  the  Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
Unit  1,  located  in  Waterford,  Connecti¬ 
cut.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  incorporates  into  the 
Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Station  Unit  1 
Technical  Specifications  changes  to  the 
Administrative  Controls. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendment.  Prior  public 
notice  of  this  amendment  is  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  3,  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  14  to  License  No.  DPR- 
21,  with  Change  No.  27,  and  (3)  the 


Light  Company,  Western  Massachusetts 
Electric  Company,  and  Connecticut 
Light  and  Power  Company,  which  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  No.  1,  located  in  Waterford, 
Connecticut.  The  amendment  is  effective 
as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  will  allow  fuel  han¬ 
dling  with  the  availability  of  a  single 
source  of  off  site  power  and  two  soui’ces 
of  emergency  on  site  power. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendment.  Prior  public  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  is  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve 
a  significant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  17,  1975, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  15  to  License  No. 
DPR-21,  with  Change  No.  28,  and  (3) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Wa¬ 
terford  Public  Library,  Rope  Ferry  Road, 
Route  156,  Waterford,  Connecticut 
06385. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Ctommission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di- 


The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendment.  Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance 
of  Amendments  to  Facility  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  in  connection  with  this  action  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  4,  1975  (40  FR  40880) .  No  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  or  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  was  filed  following  notice  of 
the  proposed  action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  letter  from  G.  Lear  to  D.  C. 
Switzer  dated  February  15, 1975,  the  let¬ 
ter  from  D.  C.  Switzer  to  G,  Lear  dated 
March  31, 1975,  and  the  letter  from  K.  R. 
(jroUer  to  D,  C.  Switzer  dated  July  16, 
1975,  which  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Waterford 
Public  Library,  Rope  Ferry  Road,  Route 
156,  Waterford,  Connecticut  06385.  The 
proposed  license  amendment  and  the 
Safety  Evaluation  may  be  inspected  at 
the  above  locations  and  a  copy  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear '  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing, 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  29th 
day  of  October,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear, 


Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Waterford 
Public  Library,  Rope  Perry  Road,  Route 
156,  Waterford,  Connecticut  06385. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 


rector.  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  22d 
day  of  October  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Walter  A.  Paulson, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-29809  PUed  ll-6-76;8:46  am] 


Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3.  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-29811  Filed  11-6-75:8:45  am] 

[Dockels  Nos.  50-277,  50-278] 

PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  CO.  ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 


Dated  .at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this 
21st  day  of  October,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Walter  A.  Paulson, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Re¬ 
actors  Branch  #3,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  75-29810  Piled  11-5-75:8:45  am) 

[Docket  No.  60-245) 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO. 

ET  AL. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
15  to  Provisional  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-21  issued  to  Northeast  Nuclear  En- 


[  Docket  No.  50-245] 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO. 

ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  13 
to  Provisional  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-21  issued  to  Northeast  Nuclear 
Energy  Company,  the  Hartford  Electric 
Light  Company,  Western  Massachusetts 
Electric  Company,  and  Connecticut  Light 
and  Power  Company,  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
Unit  1,  located  in  Waterford,  Connecti¬ 
cut.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its 
date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
relating  to  temperature  limits  for  the 


Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendments 
Nos.  13  and  11  to  Facility  Operating  Li¬ 
censes  Nos.  DPR-44  and  DPR-56,  respec¬ 
tively,  issued  to  Philadelphia  Electric 
Company,  Public  Service  Electric  and 
Gas  Company,  Delmarva  Power  and 
Light  Company,  and  Atlantic  City  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Peach 
Bottom  Atomic  Power  Station,  Units  2 
and  3,  located  in  York  County,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  The  amendments  are  effective  as 
of  one  week  following  the  completion  of 
the  modification  to  the  reactor  pressure 
sensing  devices. 

The  amendments  modify  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  to  accommodate  a 
plant  modification  to  replace  existing  re¬ 
actor  pressure  sensing  switches  with 
analog  loops,  each  consisting  of  a  pres¬ 
sure  transmitter,  a  pressure  indicator 


ergy  Company,  The  Hartford  Electric  pressure  suppression  pool  water.  and  a  trip  unit. 
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The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com- 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CPR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  is  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 


curies  and  the  maximum  is  1.3  micro- 
curies. 

3.  Each  exempt  unit  will  have  a  label 
Identifying  the  distributor  and  the  by¬ 
product  material  contained  in  the  unit 
and  recommending  that  the  unit  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  manufacturer  for  repair 
or  disposal. 

A  copy  of  the  license  and  license  ap¬ 
plication  containing  additional  informa¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  “H”  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  September  19,  1975, 

(2)  Amendments  Nos.  13  and  11  to  li¬ 
censes  Nos.  DPR-^4  and  DPR-56,  with 
Changes  Nos.  14  and  11,  respectively,  and 

(3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Nathan  Bassin, 

Acting  Chief.  Materials  Branch. 
Division  of  Fuel  Cycle  and 
Materials  Safety. 


H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  [pr  Doc.75-29813  Filed  il-5-75;8:45  am] 
the  Martin  Memorial  Library,  159  E. 


Market  Street,  York,  Pennsylvania  17401. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  [Docket  Nos.  60-259,  50-260] 

obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 

Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention;  Di-  Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
rector.  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing.  Operating  Licenses 


A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  31st 
day  of  October,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.7&-298i4  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  Information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  October  31,  1975  (44 
U.S.C.  3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re- 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
30th  day  of  October,  1975, 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

George  Lear, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3.  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc.75-29812  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 
[License  No.  05-16698-01E] 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commissipn  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
15  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-33  and  Amendment  No.  12  to  Facil¬ 
ity  Operating  License  No.  DPR-52  issued 
to  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  which  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Browns  Ferry  Nuclear  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2,  located  in  Limestone 
County,  Alabama.  The  amendments  are 
effective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  revise  the  Technical 


quest  received;  the  name  of  the  Agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number(s) , 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 


TELEDYNE  AQUA  TECH 
Issuance  of  Byproduct  Material  License 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  has,  pursuant  to 
Section  32.26  of  10  CPR  Part  32,  issued 
License  No.  05-1669&-01E  to  Teledyne 
Aqua  Tech,  1730  East  Prospect,  Port 
Collins,  Colorado  80521,  which  authorizes 
the  distribution  of  Model  No.  D-1  ioniza¬ 
tion  fire  detectors  to  persons  exempt 
from  the  requirements  for  a  license  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  30.20  of  10  CFR  Part  30. 

1.  The  devices  are  designed  to  detect 


Specifications  regarding  the  surveillance 
requirements  for  the  diesel  generators 
and  their  associated  boards  to  make  them 
consistent  with  the  corresponding  limit¬ 
ing  condition  for  operation. 

The  application  for  these  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 


Further  information  about  the  items  on 
this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C.  20503 
(202-395-4529),  or  from  the  reviewer 
listed. 

New  Forms 

NATIONAL  ACADEMY  OF  SCIENCES 

Questionnaire  for  Former  FtUl-Tlme  VA 
Physicians,  single-time,  former  full-time 
VA  physicians,  Dick  Eislnger,  395-6140. 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 


incipient  fire  by  responding  to  the  prod-  amendments.  Prior  public  notice  of  these  Return  on  investment  in  continuing  Educa- 
ucts  of  combustion  produced  by  thermal  amendments  is  not  required  since  the  o*  Engineers  for  Profit  Making  orga- 

decomposition  of  building  materials  or  amendments  do  not  involve  a  significant  uizations,  singie-time,  business  firms, 

contents  prior  to  the  appearance  of  vis-  hazards  consideration.  Raynsford,  r.,  396-3814. 


ible  smoke,  fiame,  or  appreciable  heat.  For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
The  sensitive  element  of  each  detector  is  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
an  ionization  chamber  in  which  air  fiow-  amendments  dated  October  28,  1975,  (2) 
ing  into  the  chamber  is  made  conductive  Amendment  No.  15  to  License  No.  DPR- 
by  alpha  particles  emitted  by  a  radio-  33  and  Amendment  No.  12  to  License  No. 
active  source  of  americium-241.  DPR-52  with  Change  No,  14,.  and  (3)  the 

2.  ’The  byproduct  material  incorporated  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation, 
in  each  detector  is  americium  in  the  oxide  All  of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
form  contained  in  foils  manufactured  by  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Nuclear  Radiation  Developments  (Model  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
A-OOl)  or  by  Radiochemical  Centre  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Athens 
(Model  No.  AMM).  The  nominal  activ-  Public  Library,  South  and  Forrest, 
Ity  contained  In  each  unit  is  1.0  micro-  Athens,  Alabama  35611. 


UNITED  STATES  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Questionnaires  for  Purchasers,  Producers, 
and  Importers  of  Birch  Door  ^tns,  slngle- 
time.  Door  Skin  producers,  purchasers,  im¬ 
porters,  Evinger,  S.  K.,  395-3710. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army  (excl.  Def  Civil 
Preparedness  Agcy) :  Community  Attitudes 
Survey  for  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  MRD  0911,  single-time,  41 
Landowners  in  Colorado  and  400  residents, 
Lowry,  R.  L.,  396-3772. 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  education:  Application  for  Federal 
Assistance  {Nonconstruction  Programs) 
for  Emergency  School  Aid  Act,  Title  VII, 

PL  92-318  as  Amended — ^Instructions  & 
Supplementary,  DE-116-1,  annually,  LEA’S 
and  other  eligible  applicants,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration;  Measuring  the 
Effectiveness  of  Employer  Services  in  the 
USES,  MI-274,  single-time.  State  employer 
services  program  staff.  Human  Resources 
Division,  Strasser,  A.,  395-3532. 

Revisions 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Appeal  to  the  Board  of  Veterans  Appeals.  VA 
1-9,  on  occasion,  appellants  for  VA  bene¬ 
fits.  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Regula¬ 
tions — Grading  and  Inspection  of  Poultry 
and  Edible  Products  etc.,  on  occasion, 
Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

Regulations  Governing  the  Grading  &  In¬ 
spection  of  Domestic  Rabbits  tc  Edible 
Products  Thereof,  on  occasion,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-4529. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-30022  FUed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  19230;  70-5756] 

ARKANSAS-MISSOURI  POWER  CO.  AND 
ASSOCIATED  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Proposal  To  Make  Unsecured  Short-Term 
Borrtmings 

October  31, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Arkan- 
sas-Missouri  Power  Company  (“Arkan- 
sas-Missouri’’) ,  405  West  Park  St.,  Blyth- 
ville,  Arkansas  72315,  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc., 
a  registered  holding  company,  and  Asso¬ 
ciated  Natural  Gas  Company  (“Asso¬ 
ciated”),  405  West  Park  St.,  Blythville, 
Arkansas  72315,  a  wholly  owned  subsid¬ 
iary  of  Arkansas-Missouri,  have  filed  a 
joint  application-declaration  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Util¬ 
ity  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 
designating  Sections  6  and  7  of  the  Act 
and  Rule  50(a)  (2)  promulgated  thereun¬ 
der  as  applicable  to  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application-declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions. 

Arkansas-Missouri  proposes  to  make 
unsecured  short-term  borrowings  from 
thirty  commercial  banks,  from  time  to 
time  during  the  period  commencing  on 
the  effective  date  of  this  application- 
declaration  and  continuing  for  one  year 
thereafter,  in  an  aggregate  amount  not 
to  exceed  $7,750,000  at  any  one  time  out¬ 
standing.  These  borrowings  will  be  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  other  bank  borrowings  previ¬ 


ously  authorized  by  this  Commission 
(HCAR  No.  18990) .  To  effect  such  bor¬ 
rowings,  Arkansas-Missouri  proposes  to 
issue  and  sell  to  the  First  National  Bank 
in  Little  Rock,  for  the  account  of  the 
participating  banks,  unsecured  promis¬ 
sory  notes  payable  not  more  than  270 
days  from  the  date  of  issue  and  which 
may  be  renewed  from  time  to  time  but  to 
mature  not  later  than  one  year  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  application-declara¬ 
tion.  The  notes  will  bear  interest,  payable 
quarterly  and  at  maturity,  on  the  unpaid 
principal  amount  thereof  at  a  rate  per 
annum  equal  to  the  commercial  loan  rate 
of  Chemical  Bank,  New  York,  New  York, 
on  borrowings  having  a  90  day  maturity 
by  responsible  and  substantial  commer¬ 
cial  borrowers,  with  adjustments  to  be 
made  effective  on  the  first  business  day 
of  the  month  next  following  the  month 
in  which  any  change  in  such  rate  occurs. 
The  notes  will  be  prepayable  in  whole  or 
in  part,  at  any  time  wi^out  premium  or 
penalty,  at  the  option  of  Arkansas-Mis¬ 
souri.  No  compensating  balances  are  re¬ 
quired. 

Associated  proposes  to  make  unsecured 
short-term  borrowings  from  twenty-two 
commercial  banks  in  an  aggregate 
amount  not  to  exceed  $2,750,000  at  any 
one  time  outstanding.  To  effect  such  bor¬ 
rowings  Associated  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell  to  the  First  National  Bank,  Sikeston, 
Missouri,  for  the  account  of  participating 
banks,  an  unsecured  promissory  note 
payable  not  more  than  270  days  from  the 
date  of  issuance.  The  note  will  bear  in¬ 
terest,  payable  quarterly  and  on  ma¬ 
turity,  on  the  unpaid  principal  amount 
thereof  at  a  rate  per  annum  equal  to  the 
commercial  loan  rate  of  the  Chase  Man¬ 
hattan  Bank,  New  York,  New  York,  from 
time  to  time  in  effect  on  borrowings  hav¬ 
ing  a  90  day  maturity  by  responsible  and 
substantial  corporate  borrowers,  with 
adjustments  to  be  made  effective  on  the 
first  business  day  of  the  month  next  fol¬ 
lowing  the  month  in  which  any  change  in 
rate  occurs.  The  note  will  be  prepayable 
in  whole  or  in  part,  at  any  time,  without 
premium  or  penalty,  at  the  option  of 
Associated.  No  compensating  balances 
are  required. 

The  net  proceeds  to  be  received  from 
the  issuance  and  sales  of  notes  by  both 
Arkansas-Missouri  and  Associated  will  be 
used  to  retire  presently  outstanding 
short-term  debt  ($9,350,000  for  Arkan¬ 
sas-Missouri  and  $2,750,000  for  Associ¬ 
ated  as  of  September  30,  1975) .  ^ 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  these  transactions 
are  estimated  at  $5,000,  The  application- 
declaration  states  that  the  sale  of  notes 
by  Arkansas-Missouri  is  subject  to  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Arkansas  Public  Service 
Commission.  It  is  stated  that  no  other 
state  or  federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  No¬ 
vember  25, 1975,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 


law  raised  by  the  filing  which  he  desires 
to  controvert;  or  he  may  r^uest  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  applicant- 
declarants  at  the  above-stated  address, 
and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certifi¬ 
cate)  should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule 
23  of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  such 
rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter. 
Including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  there¬ 
of. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-29786  Filed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 


[File  No.  500-1) 

EQUITY  FUNDING  CORP.  OF  AMERICA 
Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

October  31,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  warrants  to  purchase  the  stock, 
9*72%  debentures  due  1990,  5*72%  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  debentures  due 
1991,  and  all  other  securities  of  Equity 
Funding  Corporation  of  America  being 
trade  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange  is  required  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors: 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  November  3, 
1975  through  November  12,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-29787  FUed  ll-6-75;8;45  am) 


(File  No.  600-1] 

INDUSTRIES  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 
Notice  of  Suspension  of  T reding  " 
October  31,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  21 5— THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  6,  1975 


NOTICES 


51699 


suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Industries  international,  Inc. 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  seciu-ities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12(k)- 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  seciurities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  November  3, 
1975  through  November  12,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsibimons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-29788  Piled  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  600-1] 

WESTGATE  CALIFORNIA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

October  31,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
clumge  Cmnmlssion  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  ttie  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cumulative 
preferred  stock  (6%  and  6%),  the  6% 
suterdlnated  debentures  due  1979  and 
the  6y2%  convertible  subordinated  de¬ 
bentures  due  1987,  and  all  other  securi¬ 
ties  of  Wes^ate  California  Corporation 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  Is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  Investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12(k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  November  3, 
1975  through  November  12, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-29789  Filed  ll-5-76;8:46  am] 


[Release  No.  36-19224] 

REFUNDABILITY  OF  LONG-TERM  DEBT 
AND  PREFERRED  STOCK 

Request  for  Comments 

Request  for  eomments  on  whether  the 
Commission  should  permit  long-term 
debt  and  preferred  stock  Issued  by  com¬ 
panies  subject  to  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  to  con¬ 
tain  restrictions  on  refundabillty  during 
a  period  of  10  years  rather  than  five 
years. 

The  Commission’s  Statement  of  Policy 
Regarding  First  Mortgage .  Bonds  and 
Preferred  Stock  Issued  by  companies  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Act  (Holding  Company  Act 
Release  Nos.  13105  [21  FR  12861  and 
13106  [21  FR  12881  February  16,  1956) 
originally  required  that  such  securities  be 
redeemable  at  the  option  of  the  Issuer  “at 
any  time  upon  reasonable  notice  and 
with  reasonable  redemption  premiums.  If 
any.”  We  have  applied  the  same  require¬ 
ments  to  all  long-term  debt.  Unrestricted 


refundabillty  gives  effect  to  the  statu¬ 
tory  policy,  as  expressed  in  Section  Kb) 
(5) ,  which  caUs  for  economy  in  the  rais¬ 
ing  of  capital.  Following  an  extensive  re¬ 
examination  of  this  r^emption  policy, 
we  modified  our  standard  to  permit 
issuers  subject  to  the  Act  to  Include  a  re¬ 
funding  limitation  which  would  prohibit, 
for  a  period  of  not  more  than  five  years 
after  sale,  the  refimding  of  senior  securi¬ 
ties  by  the  issuance  of  new  senior  securi¬ 
ties  at  lower  Interest  or  preferred  div¬ 
idend  costs  (Holding  Ckimpany  Act  Re¬ 
lease  Nos.  16369,  May  8,  1969  [23  FR 
95531  and  16758,  June  22,  1970  [35  FR 
105851.  We  then  stated  on  page  2  of  both 
releases: 

The  Commission  wishes  to  emphasize  that 
it  will  continuously  review  the  effects  of  its 
redemption  policies.  Including  spedflcally 
the  foregoing  modiflcation,  and  based  on  ex¬ 
perience  with  the  modification  make  such 
adjustments  In  these  policies  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  deemed  appropriate,  includ¬ 
ing  a  rescission  of  the  present  modification. 


We  have  been  Informed  that  some 
major  institutions  have  been  reluctant 
or  unwilling  to  purchase  senior  securities 
without  a  10-year  call  restriction.  Actu¬ 
ally  no  one  pretends  to  know  what  the 
cost  of  money  is  likely  to  be  six  years 
hrace  and  thereafter.  An  institutional 
Investor  who  insists  upon  a  10-year  call 
restriction  does  so  as  a  hedge  against  the 
mere  contingency  that  the  cost  of  money 
can  decline.  Perhaps  he  is  in  a  position 
to  exact  this  concession  solely  because 
of  the  keen  competitlim  for  funds  in  the 
capital  market.  The  issuer,  for  his  part, 
may  be  willing  to  forego  the  privilege  of 
refimding  six  to  t^  years  hence  in  order 
to  secure  fimds  that  are  urgently  needed 
now. 

In  1969-1970  there  were  indications 
that  the  Issuer  coifid  realize  savings  of 
about  25  to  30  basis  points  in  current  cost 
of  money  (Holding  Company  Act  Re¬ 
lease  Nos.  16211,  p.  5  and  16685,  p.  5), 
and  we  modified  our  policy  in  recogni¬ 
tion  of  such  claims  to  savings.  One  of  the 
questions  is  whether  an  extension  of  the 
can  restriction  to  ten  years  would  yield 
discernible  and  demonstrable  savings  in 
cost  to  the  issuer. 

It  appears  appropriate  to  examine  the 
need  or  advisability  of  extending  up  to 
ten  years  the  nonrefundabillty  restric- 


an  extension  of  the  allowed  five-year  non- 
ref  \mdlng  period,  at  any  other  change  expe¬ 
rience  would  warrant. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  this  policy 
should  be  further  modified  to  permit,  if 
desired  by  the  Issuer,  an  extension  of  the 
restriction  on  refundabillty  up  to  ten 
years. 

The  cost  of  money  on  “A”  rated  issues 
has  increased  since  1969.  Using  Moody’s 
as  a  rating  service,  the  average  yield  on 
this  grade  of  security  was  9%  for  both 
bonds  and  preferred  stocks  in  1969.  It 
was  10%  on  bonds  and  11*/^%  on  pre¬ 
ferred  stocks  in  1974.  During  the  first  six 
months  of  1975  the  unweighted  average 
was  978%  on  bonds  and  10Vi%  on  pre¬ 
ferred  stocks. 

In  the  period  of  June  1,  1974,  through 
September  30, 1975,  a  sign^cant  number 
of  Issues  of  senior  securities  by  electric 
and  gas  utilities  have  Included  a  10-year 
restriction  on  refundabillty.  This  Is 
shown  in  the  following  table: 


Uon  for  long-term  debt  and  preferred 
stock.  Accordingly,  comments  of  the  reg¬ 
istered  public  utility  holding  cmnpanles, 
underwriters,  institutional  investors  and 
any  other  Interested  persons  should  be 
directed  to  the  following  questions, 
among  others: 

L  Have  Issuers  or  imderwriters  been 
advised  that  institutional  Investors  are 
unwilling  to  purchase  long-term  debt  or 
preferred  stock  without  a  10-year  call 
restriction?  Specify  which  institutions 
have  such  a  policy  and  state  by  whom  so 
advised.  State  also  whether  there  has 
been  a  change  in  such  institutional  pol¬ 
icy  in  the  cmrent  year. 

2.  Have  Issuers  and  underwriters  been 
Informed  by  institutional  Investors  that 
a  lower  cost  of  money  would  be  accepta¬ 
ble  for  Including  a  10-year  nonrefunding 
provision?  If  so,  specify  the  percentage 
of  cost  savings. 

3.  Assume  an  issue  of  $25  million  and 
a  cost  of  money  of  25%  less  at  the  end 
of  the  fifth  year  than  the  rate  at  which 
the  issue  was  first  sold.  What  would  be 
the  additional  cost  to  ther  Issuer  because 
of  Inability  to  refimd  during  the  sixth  to 
the  tenth  years? 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  comments  in  writing  to 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary*  Se- 


(InmilBons) 


Long-term  debt  > 

Preferred  stocks 

Dollar  volume  Number  of  issues  Dollar  volume  Number  of  Issues 

June  1974  to  January  1976 _ — = — 

tl,820 

33 

$955 

33 

February  to  September  1976 . 

2,800 

52 

1,330 

45 

Total _ _ _ 

4.026 

86 

2,285 

78 

Issues  with  id^yr 

June  1974  to  January  1975. 

080 

14 

451 

16 

February  to  September  1976.=s=s=s=-.' 

960 

18 

290 

10 

Total._ . .  s  - 

1,040 

82 

7« 

20 

Percent  with  10-yr  clause  to  total: 

June  1974  to  January  1976 _ 

37.4 

42.4 

47.2 

48.6 

February  to  September  1976.r.=^=;a==a 

84.2 

84.0 

22.3 

22.2 

Total - - - 

86^6 

87.0 

32.7 

33.8 

I  Issues  wlUi  a  maturity  of  lO-yr  or  less  not  Included) 
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Clarities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  12.  1975.  All  such  communica¬ 
tions  should  be  filed  in  triplicate  and 
should  refer  to  File  No.  S7-596  and  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection. 

By  the  Commission. 

isEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

October  24,  1975. 

[FB  Doc.75-29790  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 

[Release  34-11779;  Pile  No.  S7-5991 

SECURITIES  INFORMATION  PROCESSORS 
Notice  of  Application  for  Registration 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  llA(b)  (2)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  (the  “Act”)  the 
Consolidated  Tape  Association  ("CTA”) 
filed  an  application  on  October  29,  1975 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  (the  “CcHnmlssion”)  for  reg¬ 
istration  as  a  securities  information 
processor. 

The  Commission  is  required  under  new 
Section  llA(b)  (3)  of  the  Act  to  find, 
before  granting  registration,  that  an  ap¬ 
plicant  “is  so  organized,  and  has  the 
capacity,  to  be  able  to  assure  the  prompt, 
accurate,  and  reliable  performance  of  its 
functions  as  a  securities  information 
processor,  .  .  .  and,  Insofar  as  it  is  act¬ 
ing  as  an  exclusive  processor,  operate 
fairly  and  eflBcienUy  .  .  Additionally, 
Section  llA(b)  (3)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  the  Commission  shall,  upon  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  an  application  for  registration 
pursuant  to  S^tion  llA(b)  (2)  of  the  Act, 
publish  notice  of  the  filing  and  afford 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  such  application.  A  copy  of 
the  (TTA  applicaticm  is  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Reference  Room  at  1100  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

All  persons  Interested  in  submitting 
written  data,  views  and  arguments  con¬ 
cerning  CTA’s  application  should  submit 
them  in  triplicate  to  George  A.  Fitzsim¬ 
mons.  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549  not  later 
than  November  21,  1975.  All  communi¬ 
cations  should  refer  to  File  No.  S7-599 
and  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Refer¬ 
ence  Room. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

October  30,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-29791  Plied  ll-5-75;8:45  aaij 

[Release  No.  11780;  SBr-ASE(X;-75-l] 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Proposed  Rule  Changes 
October  31,  1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (the  “Amex”) , 
86  Trinity  Place,  New  York,  New  York 


10006,  has  filed,  pursuant  to  Rulel9b-4 
[17  CFR  240.19b-4]  imder  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act")  [15 
U.S.C.  78s],  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No. 
94-29  (June  4,  1975),  amendments  (the 
“Amendments”)  to  the  rules  of  the 
American  Stock  Exchange  Clearing  Cor¬ 
poration  (“ASECC”). 

1.  The  Amendments.  The  Amendments 
were  adopted  to  liable  ASECC  to  collect, 
from  its  members.  New  York  City  taxes 
on  the  sale  and  purchase  of  bonds.  New 
York  City  imposed  the  bond  transfer  tax, 
effective  August  15, 1975.  The  procedures 
for  collection  of  the  New  York  City  bond 
transfer  tax  are  identical  to  the  proce¬ 
dures  for  collection  of  the  New  York 
State  stock  transfer  tax;  the  Amend¬ 
ments  consist  of  minor  changes  in 
ASEfXJ’s  rules  3,  13  and  16,  which  relate 
to  the  collecticm  of  the  State  stock  trans¬ 
fer  tax,  to  expand  their  scope  to  include 
the  bond  transfer  tax. 

2.  Solicitation  of  Comments  on  the 
Amendments.  Publication  of  the  Amend¬ 
ments  is  expected  to  be  made  in  the 
Federal  Register  during  the  week  of 
November  3, 1975.  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  views  and  comments  on 
the  Amendments  within  two  weeks  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written  sub¬ 
missions  should  file  six  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  Reference  should  be  made  to 
Pile  No.  SRr-ASE(X)-75-l. 

Copies  of  the  Amendments  and  of  all 
written  comments  will  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Se<;urities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  the  filing  will  also  be 
available  at  the  principal  office  of  the 
Amex. 

3.  Summary  Effectiveness  of  the 
Amendments.  The  Amendments,  which 
establish  collection  procedures  Idnitical 
to  the  ASECC  proc^ures  currently  in 
effect  for  the  collection  of  the  New  York 
State  stock  transfer  tax,  were  adopted 
imder  unusual  emergency  circumstances 
arising  from  the  sudden  promulgation  of 
the  New  York  City  bond  transfer  tax. 
’The  regulation  imposing  the  tax  requires 
brokers  and  dealers  to  remit  the  tax 
through  organizations  which,  like 
ASECX7,  clear  and  settle  bond  transac¬ 
tions.  In  addition,  other  methods  of  col¬ 
lection  would  be  cumbersome  and  would 
place  an  inappropriate  burd^  on  the 
orderly  operation  of  bond  markets. 

In  view  of  the  emergency  nature  of 
the  Amendments,  their  similarity  to  ex¬ 
isting  procedures  and  their  importance 
to  the  orderly  operation  of  the  bond  mar¬ 
kets,  the  Division  of  Market  Regulation 
finds  that  immediate  effectiveness  of  the 
Amendmmts  is  necessary  for  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  fair  and  orderly  markets. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(3)(B)  of  the  Act  [15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (3)  (B)  ],  that  the  Amend¬ 
ments  relating  to  the  collection  of  the 
New  York  City  bond  transfer  tax,  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  September  24, 
1975,  be  put  into  effect  summarily,  effec¬ 


tive  October  31,  1975,  until,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act  [15  U.S.C. 
78s(b)  (2)  ] ,  the  Commission  (or  the  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  approves  the 
Amendments  or  until  the  Commission 
institutes  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  Amendments  shall  be 
disapproved. 

By  the  Division  of  Market  Regulation, 
piu-suant  to  delegated  authority. 

[  SEAL  ]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons  , 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-29853  Filed  ll-5-75;8:46  am] 

[Rel.  No.  19232;  70-5750] 

NEW  ENGLAND  ELECTRIC  SYSTEM 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Short-Term 
Notes  to  Banks 

October  31,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  New  Eng¬ 
land  Electric  System  (“NEES”) ,  20  Turn¬ 
pike  Road,  Westborough,  Massachusetts 
01581,  a  registered  holding  company,  has 
filed  an  application-declaration  and  an 
amendment  thereto  with  this  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) ,  desig¬ 
nating  Sections  6(a)  and  7  of  the  Act 
and  Rules  42(b)(2)  and  50(a)(2)  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transaction.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application-dec¬ 
laration,  as  amended,  which  is  sum¬ 
marized  below,  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  proposed  transaction. 

NEES  requests  that,  for  the  period 
ending  May  31, 1977,  it  be  permitted  from 
time  to  time  to  issue  or  renew  notes  of 
a  maturity  of  less  than  one  year  evidenc¬ 
ing  short-term  bank  borrowings  provided 
that  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of 
such  notes  outstanding  at  any  one  time 
shall  not  be  more  than  $25,000,000.  Upon 
completion  of  the  next  common  share 
issue,  the  proceeds  of  which  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  aggregate  $30,000,000,  or 
May  31, 1977,  whichever  occurs  first,  the 
borrowing  authority  requested  hereby 
will  terminate. 

The  new  notes  will  bear  interest  at 
not  in  excess  of  the  prime  interest  rate 
for  commercial  borrowing  of  the  bank 
from  which  the  borrowing  is  made  at  the 
date  of  the  issue  of  such  note,  aUl  mature 
not  less  than  one  year  from  the  date  of 
issue,  and  will  be  prepayable  at  any  time 
without  premium  or  penalty.  NEES  will 
make  the  borrowihgs  from  among  the 
following  banks: 


Continental  .  Illinois  National 

BanX  Si  Trust  Co.,  Chigaco _ $5, 000, 000 

The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank, 

N.A.,  New  York .  5,000,000 

Ist  National  City  Bank,  New 

York  .  6, 000, 000 

Irving  Trust  Co.,  New  York _  6, 000, 000 

Morgan  Ouaranty  Trust  Co.,  New 

York  . . —  5, 000, 000 

Total  . - .  25,000,000 


’The  amounts  that  NEES  may  borrow 
may  be  increased  or  decreased  during 
the  period,  but  at  no  time  will  the  aggre¬ 
gate  amount  of  short-term  borrowings 
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from  all  banks  exceed  the  authorization 
requested. 

NEES  will  either  maintain  funds  in  the 
banks  which  represent  compensating 
balances  or  in  lieu  thereof  will  pay  fees 
equivalent  to  such  compensating  balance 
requirements.  Assuming  a  8%  prime  rate 
and  a  compensating  balance  of  10%  of 
the  line  of  credit  and  10%  of  any  bor¬ 
rowings  thereunder,  the  efffctive  rate  of 
interest  to  be  paid  by  NEES  is  approxi¬ 
mately  10%. 

The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  notes 
will  be  made  available  to  subsidiaries 
particularly  New  England  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (“NEPCO”)  through  the  purchase 
of  additional  shares  of  its  common  capi¬ 
tal  stock  scheduled  for  mid-December 
1975,  in  furtherance  of  its  construction 
program  and  to  make  loans  to  New 
England  Energy  Incorporated  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  its  exploration  for,  and  de- 
veloixnent  and  production  of,  fuel  used 
in  the  NEES  System. 

The  application-declaration  states 
that  NEES’  exi)enses  incident  to  the  pro- 
PK>sed  issuance  of  notes  will  be  approxi¬ 
mately  $5,000  and  that  no  state  com- 
mlssiMi  or  federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  iH'oix)sed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  pjerson  may,  not  later  than  Novem¬ 
ber  25,  1975,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application-declara¬ 
tion,  as  amended,  which  he  desires  to 
controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D;C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  p)erson  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  applicant- 
declarant  at  the  above-stated  address, 
and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  application-dec¬ 
laration,  as  amended  or  as  it  may  be 
further  amended,  may  be  granted  and 
p>ermitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules 
and  Regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  are  provided  in 
Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  EHvlsion 
of  CTorpxHrate  Regulation,  pmrsuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  a.  Fitzsimmoks, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-29854  FUed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1153; 

Arndt.  No.  2] 

MONTANA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
40  PR  29365)  and  amendment  No.  1  (40 
FR  31052)  are  amended  by  adding  Fer¬ 
gus,  and  Judith  Basin  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  Montana, 
and  the  time  for  filing  applications  is 
extended  to  December  23, 1975,  for  physi¬ 
cal  damage  and  July  24,  1976,  for  eco¬ 
nomic  injury. 

Dated:  October 30, 1975. 

Louis  F.  Laun, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-29825  Piled  11-5-75:8:45  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON 
EDUCATIONAL  ALLOWANCES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cational  Allowances  that  on  November 
19,  1975,  at  10  a.m.,  the  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  Regional  Office  Station 
Committee  on  Educational  Allowances 
shall  at  Federal  Building — U.S.  Court¬ 
house,  Room  A-220,  110  9th  Avenue, 
South,  Nashville,  Tennessee,  conduct  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  Veterans 
Administration  benefits  to  all  eligible 
persons  enrolled  in  Memphis  City 
Schools,  Adult  Education  Center,  Vance 
Annex,  370  South  Orleans,  Memphis, 
Tennessee,  should  be  discontinued,  as 
provided  in  38  CFR  21.4134,  because  a 
requirement  of  law  is  not  being  met  or 
a  provision  of  the  law  has  been  violated. 
All  interested  persons  shall  be  permitted 
to  attend,  appiear  before,  or  file  state¬ 
ments  with  the  Committee  at  that  time 
and  place. 

Dated:  October  31, 1975. 

R.  S.  Bielak, 
Director, 

.  VA  Regional  Office. 

[PR  Doc.75-29827  Piled  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


STATION  COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hearing 
Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances  that  on  November  13, 1975,  at 
1  p.m.,  the  Des  Moines  Regional  Office 
Station  Committee  on  Educational  Al¬ 
lowances  shall  at  Room  1021,  Federal 
Building,  210  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309,  conduct  a  hearing  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  Veterans  Administration 
benefits  to  all  eligible  persons  enrolled 
at  Dwyer  Aircraft  Sales,  Box  329,  Munic¬ 
ipal  Airpxirt,  Mason  City,  Iowa  50401. 
should  be  discontinued,  as  provided  in 


38  C.P.R.  21.4134,  because  a  requirement 
of  law  is  not  being  met  or  a  provision  of 
the  law  has  been  violated.  All  Interested 
persons  shall  be  permitted  to  attend,  ap¬ 
pear  before,  or  ffie  statements  with  the 
committee  at  that  time  and  place. 

Dated;  October  30,  1975. 

Robert  L.  Winters, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.75  29868  Filed  11- 5-75; 8: 45  am] 


STATION  COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hearing 
Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances  that  on  November  13, 1975  at 
10  a.m.,  the  Des  Moines  Regional  Office 
Station  Committee  on  Educational  Al¬ 
lowances  shall  meet  at  Room  1021,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  210  Walnut  Street,  De.s 
Moines,  Iowa  50309,  conduct  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  benefits  to  all  eligible  persons  en¬ 
rolled  at  Marshalltown  Aviation,  Inc., 
Rural  Route  1,  Marshalltown,  Iowa  50158, 
should  be  discontinued,  as  provided  in  38 
C.F.R.  21.4134,  because  a  requirement  of 
law  is  not  being  met  or  a  provision  of  the 
law  has  been  violated.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  shall  be  permitted  to  attend,  appear 
before,  or  file  statements  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  at  that  time  and  place. 

Dated;  October  30, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Winters, 

Director. 

[FR  Dbc.75-29869  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am]  ' 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 

BUSINESS  RESEARCH  ADVISORY  COUN¬ 
CIL’S  COMMITTEE  ON  ECONOMIC 

GROWTH 

Meeting 

The  BRAC  Committee  on  Economic 
Growth  will  meet  at  10  a.m.,  December  2, 
1975,  at  the  General  Accounting  Office 
Building,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Room  2106, 
Washington,  D.C.  TTie  agenda  for  the 
meeting  is  as  follows : 

1.  Progress  Report  on  the  Interim  Re¬ 
visions  of  the  1980  and  1985  Ecotumiic 
Growth  Projections. 

2.  Other  Business. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
It  is  suggested  that  persons  planning  to 
attend  this  meeting  as  observers  contact 
Kenneth  G.  Van  Auken,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Business  Research  Advisory 
Council  on  (Area  Code  202)  523-1559. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  October  1975, 

Julius  Shiskin, 

Commissioner  of  Labor  Statistics. 

[FR  Doc.76-29899  FUed  11-5-75; 8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  908] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

November  3, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as  pres¬ 
ently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  of 
the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made 
to  publish  notices  of  cancellation  of 
hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  in¬ 
terested  parties  ^ould  take  appropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

1  &  S  9060  Sub  2,  Iron  or  Steel  Scrap,  West¬ 
ern  &  Southern  Territories,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  December  10,  1975,  at  the  OfiBces  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC-F-12321,  Akers  Motor  Lines,  Inc. — Con¬ 
trol — Central  Motor  Lines,  Inc.;  F.D. 
27900,  Akers  Motor  Lines,  Inc. — Securities 
and  MC-F-12567,  Transcon  Lines-Pur- 
chase  (Portion) -Central  Motor  Lines,  Inc. 
and  Akers  Motor  Lines,  Incorporated,  now 
assigned  December  2,  1975  at  Charlotte, 
North  Carolina,  wiU  be  held  In  the  Shera¬ 
ton  Center,  555  S.  McDowell  Street. 

MC  76036  Sub  6,  Canadian  Frelghtways  East¬ 
ern  Limited,  now  assigned  November  12, 
1975  at  Lansing,  Michigan,  is  cancelled  and 
reassigned  for  hearing  on  January  19,  1976 
at  Lansing,  Michigan,  (1  week),  at  the 
Hilton  Hotel,  7601  Saginaw  Street. 

MC  64932  Sub  649,  Rogers  Cartage  Co.,  now 
assigned  December  1,  1975,  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
Is  canceled  and  application  dismissed. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-29903  Filed  ll-5-75;8;45  am] 


[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241,  Exemption  63, 
Arndt.  7] 

BESSEMER  AND  LAKE  ERIE  RAILROAD 
CO.  AND  PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  63  issued  February  12,  1974. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  imder  authority 
vested  In  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19, 
Exemption  No.  63  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
241  be,  and  It  is  hereby,  amended  to  ex¬ 
pire  December  31, 1975. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
October  31, 1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
23,  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

(FR  Doc.75-29904  Filed  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


NOTICES 

[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241,  Exemption  95, 
Arndt.  3] 

BESSEMER  AND  LAKE  ERIE  RAILROAD 
CO.  AND  NORFOLK  AND  WESTERN 
RAILWAY  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  95  issued  February  5, 1975. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19, 
Exemption  No.  95  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
241,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  to  ex¬ 
pire  December  31, 1975. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  October  31, 1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  OctO' 
her  23,  1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-29906  Piled  ll-5-75;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241,  Exemption  55 
Arndt.  10] 

NORFOLK  AND  WESTERN  RAILWAY  CO 
AND  PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION 
CO. 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  55  Issued  October  31,  1973. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  under  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19, 
Exemption  No.  55  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No.  241 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  to  expire 
December  31, 1975. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  October  31, 1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  23, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahleb, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-29906  Filed  11-5-75:8:45  am] 


[I.O.C.  Modification  No.  2-A,  Fifth  Rev.  S.O. 

1043] 

UNION  PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  I.C.C. 
Modification  No.  2,  issued  September  23, 
1975,  and  good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  section  (b)  of 
Fifth  Revised  Service  Order  No.  1043, 
I.C.C.  Modiflcation  No.  2  to  Fifth  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1043,  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  vacated  and  set  aside. 

Effective  11:59  p.m.,  October  24,  1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  24, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[PR  Doc.76-29907  Piled  ll-6-75;8:46  am] 


[Notice  No.  88] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER.  WATER  CAR¬ 
RIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

October  31, 1975. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1100.247*  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CTR,  as  amended) ,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  20,  1966, 
effective  May  20,  1966.  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  protest 
to  the  granting  of  an  application  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  section  247(d)  (3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed  state¬ 
ment  of  Protestant’s  Interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protestant 
believes  to  be  in  conflict  with  that  sought 
in  the  application,  and  describing  in  de¬ 
tail  the  method — ^whether  by  joinder, 
interline,  or  other  means — by  which  pro¬ 
testant  would  use  such  authority  to  pro¬ 
vide  all  or  part  of  the  service  proposed) , 
and  shall  specify  with  particularity  the 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
but  shall  not  include  issues  or  aJl^a- 
tions  phrased  generally.  Protests  not  in 
reasonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The 
original  and  one  (1)  copy  of  the  protest 
shall  be  flled  with  the  Commission,  and  a 
copy  shall  be  served  concurrently  upon 
applicant’s  representative,  or  aM>llcant  if 
no  representative  is  named.  If  the  pro¬ 
test  includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing, 
such  requests  shall  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  247(d)  (4)  of  the  special 
rules,  and  shall  Include  the  certification 
required  therein. 

Action  247(f)  (as  amended,  49  FR 
37215)  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  August  26,  1975,  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  15, 1975,  further  provides,  in  part, 
that  an  applicant  who  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  dismissal  thereof,  and 
that  failure  to  prosecute  an  application 
under  procedures  ordered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  result  in  dismissal  of  the 
application. 

Further  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  will  be  determined 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  policy  statement  con¬ 
cerning  motor  carrier  licensing  proce¬ 
dures,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  May  3, 1966.  This  assignment  will 
be  by  Commission  order  which  will  be 
served  on  each  party  of  record.  Broad¬ 
ening  amendments  wlU  not  be  accepted 
after  the  date  of  this  publication  except 
for  good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 


1  Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary; 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing'* 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 
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amendments  will  not  be  entertained  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has 
been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Evidence  respecting  how  equipment  is 
expected  to  be  returned  to  an  origin  point, 
as  well  as  other  data  relating  to  opera¬ 
tional  feasibility  (including  the  need  for 
dead-head  operations) ,  must  be  pre¬ 
sented  as  part  of  an  applicant’s  initial 
evidentiary  presentation  (either  at  oral 
hearing  or  in  its  opening  verified  state¬ 
ment  under  the  modified  procedure)  with 
respect  to  all  applications  filed  on  or  after 
December  1, 1973. 

If  an  applicant  states  in  its  initial  evi¬ 
dentiary  presentation  that  empty  or  par¬ 
tially  empty  vehicle  movements  will  re¬ 
sult  uponra  grant  of  its  application,  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  expected  (1)  to  specify  the 
extent  of  such  empty  operations,  by  mile¬ 
ages  and  the  munber  of  vehicles,  that 
would  be  incurred,  and  (2)  to  designate 
where  such  empty  vehicle  operations  will 
be  conducted. 

Each  applicant  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  9269  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  17,  1975.  Applicant;  BEST  WAY  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  1765  Sixth  Avenue 
South,  Seattle,  Wash.  98134.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J.  Dahl  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting; 
General  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  serv¬ 
ing  Yakima,  Benton,  and  Franklin  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wash,  as  off  route  points  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  authorized  regular 
route  operation  in  Sub  No.  15,  between 
Tacoma  and  Spokane,  Wash,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash, 

No.  MC  11722  (Sub-No.  48) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant:  BRADER 
HAULING  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
655,  ZlUah,  Wash.  98953.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Charles  C.  Flower,  303 
East  D  Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Newsprint,  in  rolls, 
from  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Sunnyside,  Pasco, 
Kennewick ,  Richland,  Ellensburg,  We¬ 
natchee,  Walla  Walla,  and  Longview, 
Wash.;  Lewiston,  Boise,  Sandpoint,  Mos¬ 
cow,  Emmett,  and  Twin  Falls,  Idaho; 
and  Ontario,  Astoria,  Portland,  Albany, 
Eugene,  Medford,  Coos  Bay,  and  Salem, 
Oreg. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  124658  Subs  2  and  6,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Yakima,  Wash.,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  22229  (Sub-No.  105),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant:  TERMINAL 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  248 
Chester  Avenue,  S.E.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30316. 


Applicant’s  representative:  Ralph  B. 
Mathews  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving 
Swainsboro,  Ga.,  as  an  intermediate 
point  in  its  regular  route  between  At¬ 
lanta  and  Savannah,  Ga. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  healing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Atlanta 
or  Savannah,  Ga. 

No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  278) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant;  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  1186,  Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Tony  G.  Russell 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wine,  urine  products, 
brandy  and  grape  juice,  from  points  in 
California,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Kansas, 
Nebraska,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles  or  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  28599  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1975.  Applicant;  DEVINE  & 
SON  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  217,  2700  Rice  Ave.,  West  Sac¬ 
ramento,  Calif.  95691.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  J.  Devine  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle;  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sawdust,  wood  shavings  and  ground 
wood,  in  bulk,  in  specialized  equipment, 
fom  Reno,  Nev.,  to  Rocklin,  Calif. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Sacra¬ 
mento  or  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  30561  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1975.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  RUF- 
FIN,'  doing  business  as,  RUFFIN’S 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  34  Elder  Avenue, 
Yeadon,  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Henry  U.  Snavely,  410  Pine 
Street,  Vienna,  Va.  22180.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gloss  and  glassware,  as 
described  in  Appendix  IX  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  the 
ports  and  storage  facilities  used  by  As¬ 
sociated  Imports,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.;  Boston,  Mass.;  Chicago,  Ill.; 
Detroit,  Mich.;  New  York,  N.Y.;  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.;  Savannah,  Ga.;  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Del.;  and  Portage,  Ind.;  to  those 
points  in  the  United  States  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  Tliver,  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
Minn.,  thence  northward  along  the  west- 
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em  boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochich¬ 
ing  Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Associated  Im¬ 
ports,  Inc.,  of  Providence,  R.I. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  31237  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  16,  1975.  Applicant:  DIGNAN 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  3210  Hammonds 
Ferry  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  7463,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21227.  Applicant’s  representative:  Frank 
B.  Hand,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  187,  Berryville, 
Va.  22611.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  automobiles,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment)  serving  the  facilities  of 
London  Fog  Division  of  Londontown 
Corporation,  located  at  or  near  Elders - 
burg  (Carroll  County),  Md.,  as  an  off- 
route  points  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  35628  (Sub-No.  378),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  INTER¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM. 
134  Grandville  Avenue  SW.,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49502.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  imusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Cofnmission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  plantsite  and  other  facilities 
of  Minnesota  Mining  and  Manufactm’- 
ing  Company  located  at  or  near  Knox¬ 
ville,  Iowa,  as  an  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  otherwise 
authorized  operations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  the  application 
be  consolidated  with  other  similar  applica¬ 
tions,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  39443  (Sub-No.  23).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1975.  Applicant:  THOMPSON, 
INC.,  5014  Broadway,  Quincy,  IlL  62301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks,  II,  1301  Ambassador  Bldg.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  63101.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Feed,  animal  or  poultry,  dry,  and  dry 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  in 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  Gooch  Peed 
Mill  Corporation,  a  Subsidiary  of  Archer 
Daniels  Midland  Company,  (1)  at  Bax¬ 
ter,  Iowa,  to  poipts  in  Illinois;  and  (2) 
at  Decatur,  Ill.,  to  points  In  Iowa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  8t.  Louis. 
Mo.,  or  Chicago.  Ill. 
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No.  MC  46240  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
October  17,  1975.  Applicant:  DIRECTT 
TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  200  Colrain 
Street,  SW.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  22375  Hag¬ 
gerty  Road,  P.O.  Box  400,  NorthviUe, 
Mich.  48167.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
NonferroiLS  metals,  (A)  from  points  in 
Illinois  (except  Chicago),  Missouri  (ex¬ 
cept  St.  Louis),  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Wisconsin,  to  Port 
Huron,  Mich.;  and  (B)  from  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Massachusetts,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  to  Port  Huron,  Mich.;  (2)  Copper, 
brass,  bronze,  and  aluminum  articles, 
from  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  to  points  in  the 
Commercial  Zones  of  Milwaukee,  Ke¬ 
nosha,  Racine  and  Waukesha,  Wis., 
points  in  Erie,  Lawrence  and  Mercer 
Coimties,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Chautauqua, 
Erie,  Genesee,  Monroe,  Wayne,  Cayuga, 
and  Onondaga  Counties,  N.Y.;  and  (3) 
brass,  bronze,  copper,  aluminum  and 
plastic  articles,  from  Hartville,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Missouri,  Iowa,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Albama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana 
Massachusetts,  Minnesota,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Mueller  Brass  Company 
of  Port  Huron,  MQch. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  presently 
holds  authority  to  transport  non-ferrous 
scrap  metals  and  that  the  purpose  of  para¬ 
graph  (1)  Is  to  expand  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription  from  non-ferrous  scrap  metals  to 
nonferrous  metals.  Applicant  holds  common 
carrier  authority  in  MC  106603  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Chicago,  Ill.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  447),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  SCH¬ 

NEIDER  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2661  South 
Broadway,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay, 
Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Neil  A.  DuJardin  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Printed 
matter,  from  the  plant  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Henry  Wurst,  Inc.  located  at 
or  near  Apex,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Pennsylvania.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut.  Michigan 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  59680  (Sub-No.  215),  filed 
October  17,  1975.  Applicant:  STRICK¬ 
LAND  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC., 
3011  Gulden  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  5689,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Oscar  P.  Peck  (same  address  as  ap¬ 


plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  and  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  In  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 

17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment).  Be¬ 
tween  St.  Louis,  Mo.  and  Amarillo,  Tex. 
in  connection  carrier’s  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  regular  route  operations,  serving  no 
intermediate  points:  Prom  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
over  U.S.  Highway  66  (also  over  U.S.  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  44  to  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  40,  thence  over  U.S.  Interstate 
Highway  40)  to  Amarillo,  Tex.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  61231  (Sub-No.  86),  filed 
October  3,  1975.  Applicant:  ACE  LINES, 
INC.,  4143  East  43rd  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50317.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  L.  Fairbank,  1980  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plants! te 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  North  Star 
Steel  Company  at  Newport,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Montana,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  61440  (Sub-No.  152),  filed 
October  16,  1975.  Applicant:  LEE  WAY 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3000  West 
Reno,  P.O.  Box  82488,  Exchange  Branch, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  H.  Champlin 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Continental  Carbon 
Co.  located  at  or  near  Sheerin,  Tex.,  as 
an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  otherwise  authorized  regular 
operations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  373),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  JENKINS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  R.R. 
No.  3,  Jeffersonville,  Ind.  47130.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  A.  DeVlne,  P.O. 
Box  737,  101  First  Avenue,  Moline,  HI. 
61265.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Houses, 
set  up,  (1)  from  Clay  Center  and  Belle¬ 
ville,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Adams,  Boone, 
Buffalo,  Butler,  Csuss,  Clay,  Colfax, 
Custer,  Dawson  Dodge,  Douglas,  Fill¬ 


more,  Franklin,  Frontier,  Fumes,  Gage. 
(jKisper,  Greeley,  Hall.  Hamilton.  Harlan, 
Hayes,  Hitchcock,  Howard,  Jefferson, 
Johnson,  Kearney,  Lancaster,  Lincoln. 
Logan,  McPherson,  Merrick,  Nance, 
Nemaha,  Nuckolls,  Otoe,  Pawnee,  Phelps, 
Platte,  Polk,  Red  Willow,  Richardson, 
Saline,  Sarpy,  Saunders,  Seward,  Sher¬ 
man,  Thayer,  Valley,  Washington,  Web¬ 
ster,  and  York  Counties,  Nebr.;  and  (2) 
from  Harper,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Alfalfa, 
Beaver,  Cimarron,  Ellis,  Garfield,  Grant, 
Harper,  Kay,  Major,  Noble,  Osage,  Paw¬ 
nee,  Texas,  Tulsa,  Washington,  Woods, 
and  Woodward  Counties,  Okla. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  375),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  JENKINS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Jeffer¬ 
sonville,  Ind.  46206.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465, 
One  Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Agri¬ 
cultural  machinery  and  implements  and 
attachments  for  agricultural  machinery 
and  implements;  (2)  such  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  lawn  and  garden  stores 
(except  chemicals  and  commodities  in 
bulk) ;  and  (3)  parts  for  the  items  named 
in  (1)  and  (2)  above  when  moving  in 
mixed  shipments  with  items  named  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above,  from  Memphis,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  Hawaii,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Vermont,  Connecticut,  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  facilities  used  by  International  Har¬ 
vester  Company  at  Memphis,  Tenn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  71902  (Sub-No.  83),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1975.  Applicant:  UNITED 
'TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  4900  North  Santa 
Fe,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73118.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Joyner, 
2008  Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38137.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Hew  motor  vehicles,  in  initial  move- 
-ments,  in  truckaway  service,  from  the 
plantsite  or  facilities  of  the  Chrysler 
Corporation  at  or  near  Belvidere,  Ill., 
to  points  in  Kansas  and  Mlssomi. 

Note. —  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit,  Mich,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  73587  (Sub-No.  141),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1975.  Applicant:  ELLIOTT 
BROTHERS  'TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  719,  Easton,  Md.  21601. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  J. 
Little,  Suite  1110,  Ten  East  Baltimore 
Street,  Baltimore,  Md.  21202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  other 
than  small  arms  ammunition,  household 
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goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  Serving 
the  plantsite  of  London  Fog  Division, 
Londontown  Corporation  at  or  near  El- 
dersburg,  Md.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  present  reg¬ 
ular  route  oi>erations  between  Alexan¬ 
dria,  Va.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Baltimore,  Md. 

No.  MC  74321  (Sub-No.  115),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1975.  Applicant;  B.  P.  WALK¬ 
ER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  17-B,  Denver,  Colo. 
80217.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  P.  Kissinger  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1)  Iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  National  Pipe  & 
Tube  Company  located  in  Liberty  Coun¬ 
ty,  Tex,,  ,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2) 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
In  the  production  and  distribution  of 
iron  and  steel  articles,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii),  to  the  plantsite  of  National  Pipe 
&  ’Tube  Company  in  Liberty  County, 
Tex. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Houston,  Tex.  or 
Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  75320  (Sub-No.  183) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1975.  AppUcaht:  CAMPBELL 
SrXTY-SIX  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  807,  Springfield,  Mo.  65801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  John  A.  Crawford, 
Post  Office  Box  22567,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  r^uiring 
special  equipment) :  (1)  Serving  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  60  and  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  51  at  or  near  Wagoner, 
Okla.  for  purposes  of  joinder  only;  and 
(2)  Serving  the  junction  of  Arkansas 
Highway  244  and  Arkansas  Highway  59 
located  approximately  3  miles  north  of 
Evansville,  Ark.  for  purposes  of  joinder 
only. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  it  be  held  at  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  126) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1975.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  & 
NEBRASKA  ’TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2853,  2109  Olmstead  Road,  Kala¬ 
mazoo,  Mich.  49003.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  William  C.  Harris  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products,  from 
Plainwell,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Minnesota. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  421) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14, 1975.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANS- 


PORTA’nON  CO.,  INC.,  1936-2010  West 
Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box  5976,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
’Thomas  E.  James  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Roofing, 
roofing  materials  and  roofing  supplies, 
between  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and 
Washington. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  87909  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
October  20,  1975.  Applicant;  ARROW 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  Street,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50702. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Larry 
Strickler  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi~ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Marshall¬ 
town,  Iowa  and  junction  Iowa  Highways 
14  and  175  and  Eldora,  Iowa:  From 
Marshalltown,  Iowa  over  Iowa  Highway 
14  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  175,  thence 
over  Iowa  Highway  175  to  Eldora,  Iowa 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
Marshalltown,  Iowa  in  conjunction  with 
carriers  existing  authorized  operations 
and  serving  no  intermediate  points,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  interlined  with  Takin  Bros. 
Freight  Line,  Inc.  which  have  originated 
at  or  are  destined  to  points  outside  Iowa 
and  to  shipments  originating  in  Mar¬ 
shalltown,  Iowa  destined  to  points  out¬ 
side  Iowa  presently  served  by  carrier,  in 
direct  or  interline  service. 

Note. — ^Tbe  purx>ose  of  this  application  is 
to  allow  carrier  to  interchange  and  originate 
shipments  at  Marshalltown,  Iowa  now  ex¬ 
changed  with  Takin  Bros.  Freight  Line,  Inc. 
at  other  points  on  its  authorized  regular 
routes.  Common  control  may  be  involved.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  does 
not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  92068  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1975.  Applicant:  MUTUAL 

TRANSPORTATION,  INCORPORA’TED, 
President  and  Fleet  Streets,  Baltimore, 
Md.  21202.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Walter  T.  Evans,  7401  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  chain  and  depart¬ 
ment  stores:  (1)  from  the  facilities  of 
Mutual  ’Transportation,  Inc.  located  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  to  the  store  and  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  K  Mart  Store  of  S.  S.  Kresge 
Company  located  at  the  Int^section  of 
U.S.  Highway  301  and  Maryland  High¬ 
way  424  near  Crofton,  Md.;  and  (2)  from 
the  facilities  of  Mutual  Transportation, 
Inc.  located  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  toe 
store  and  facilities  of  toe  K  Mart  Store 
of  S.  S.  Kresge  Company  located  at  the 
intersection  of  Maryland  Highway  2 


(Governor  Ritchie  Highway)  and  Jump¬ 
ers  Hole  Road  in  Anne  Arundel  Coimty, 
Md. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  92550  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  G.  STROCK, 
doing  business  as,  SAFEWAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  COMPANY,  846  Willard,  N.E., 
Warren,  Ohio  44483.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Lewis  S.  Witherspoon,  88  East 
Broad  Street,  Suite  930,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  rods,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio  and 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  to  New  Brighton,  Pa., 
imder  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Brainard  Rivet  Company,  Girard, 
Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Youngstown 
or  Colxxmbus,  Ohio. 

•  No.  MC  94430  (Sub-No.  37) ,  filed  Oct. 
16,  1975.  Applicant:  WEISS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Mongo,  Ind.  46771.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  James  R. 
Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  12241,  Columbus,  Ohio  43212.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Owensboro, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
G^rgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virgdnla. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wasli- 
l^ton,  D.C.  or  LoulsvUle,  Ky. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  935) ,  filed  Oct. 
14,  1975.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MO’TOR 
UNES,  INC.,  1120  West  Griffin  Road, 
Lakeland,  Fla.  33801.  Apiplicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  defined  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  toe  report  In  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  from  points  in  Pulton 
County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Denver  County, 
Colo, 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No,  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  309),  filed 
October  20,  1975.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilburn  L.  Willlamstm,  3535 
N.W.  58to,  280  National  Foimdatlon  Life 
Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla,  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles,  from  toe  plant  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  Nucor  Steel  at  or  near  Jewett, 
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Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  104430  (Sub-No.  44),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1975.  Applicant;  CAPITAL 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
408,  Highwa5r24  West,  McComb,  Miss. 
39648.  Applicant’s  representative;  Donald 
13.  Morrison,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty 
Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Liquid 
feed,  liquid  feed  supplements,  and  mo¬ 
lasses,  in  bulk,  in  t^k  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Pike  County,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missouri, 
North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.  or  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  475),  fil^ 
October  15,  1975.  Applicant;  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123 
•  U.S.  Highway  West),  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Applicant’s  representatives;  John 
J.  Borth,  P.O.  Box  8573,  Battlefield  Sta¬ 
tion,  Jackson,  Miss.  39204  and  H.  D.  Mil¬ 
ler,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Corn 
products  and  blends  containing  corn 
products,  in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Cargill,  Incorpo¬ 
rated  at  or  near  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  107162  (Sub-No.  41),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1975.  Applicant;  NOBLE 

GRAHAM  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Rural 
Route  No.  1,  Brimley,  Mich.  49716.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  John  Dimcan 
Varda,  P.O.  Box  2509,  Madison,  Wis. 
53701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
iiTegular  routes,  transporting;  (1)  Pal¬ 
letized  bin  boxes  and  pallets,  from  Her- 
mansville  and  Menominee,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Iowa,  Minne.sota,  North  Dakota,  and 
South  Dakota;  (2)  malt  beverages,  from 
points  in  Houston  County,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan  and 
Aurora,  Green  Bay,  Hurley,  and  Mari¬ 
nette,  Wis,;  and  (3)  salt  (except  in  bulk) , 
from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  ports  of  entry  on 
thp  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  at  or  near 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Green  Bay,  Wis.  or  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  107227  (Sub-No.  132),  filed 
October  10,  1975.  Applicant;  INSURED 
TRANSPOR’TERS,  INC.,  45055  Fremont 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  1807,  Fremont, 
Calif.  94538.  Applicant’s  representative: 


John  G.  Lyons,  1418  Mills  Tower,  220 
Bush  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94104. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veWcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trucks,  truck 
tractors,  and  truck  chassis,  in  initial 
movements,  in  drive-away  service,  from 
the  plantsite  of  the  Peterbilt  Motors 
Company  located  at  or  near  Newark 
(Alameda  County),  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Alaska. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  782),  fil-jd 
October  8,  1975.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  100  South  Main  Stre^  t. 
Farmer  City,  Ill.  68142.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Mack  Stephenson,  42  Fox 
Mill  Lane,  Springfield,  Ill.  62708.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities  man¬ 
ufactured,  shipped  or  received  by  Boise 
Cascade  Corporation,  its  subsidiaries  and 
affiliates,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and 
destined  to,  the  plantsites,  warehouses 
and  distribution  facilities  of  Boise  Cas¬ 
cade  Corporation,  its  subsidiaries,  and 
affiliates. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces-sary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Boise, 
Idaho  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  783),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant;  PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  100  South  Main  Street, 
P.O.  Box  146,  Parmer  City,  Ill.  61842. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mack  Ste¬ 
phenson,  42  Fox  Mill  Lane,  Springfield, 
Ill.  62707.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Build¬ 
ings,  complete,  knocked  down,  or  in  sec¬ 
tions,  (2)  building  sections,  and  building 
panels,  (3)  parts  and  accessories  used  in 
the  installation  and  completion  of  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  (4) 
metal  prefabricated  structural  com¬ 
ponents  and  panels  and  accessories  used 
in  the  installation  and  completion 
thereof,  from  Houston,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  ^nnesota, 
Mississippi,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Houston,  Tex.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107839  (Sub-No.  164),  filed 
October  6,  1975.  Applicant:  DENVER- 
ALBUQUERQUE  MOTOR  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2121  East  67th  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jerald  D.  Watters  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages  and  related  adver¬ 
tising  material,  from  Golden,  Colo.,  to 
points  In  Oklahoma. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 


No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1134),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  AppUcant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Down- 
Ingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Georgia  Pacific 
Corporation  located  at  or  near  Plaque- 
mine,  La.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  named  origin-  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  578),  filed 
October  9,  1975.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LA’TOR  COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New 
Hyde  Park  Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y. 
11040,  Applicant’s  representative:  Rus¬ 
sell  S.  Bernhard,  1625  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Blood,  and  blood  com¬ 
ponents,  derivatives  arid  supplies,  from 
Wilkes  Barre,  Pa.,  to  East  Orange,  Eliza¬ 
beth,  Summit,  and  Trenton,  N.J.;  Buffalo 
and  Port  Jervis,  N.Y.;  Cleveland,  Ohio; 
and  points  in  Passaic  Coimty,  N.J,;  (2) 
Business  papers,  records,  and  audit  and 
accounting  media  of  all  kinds,  from 
Birmii^ham,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Ohio; 
(3)  urine  samples,  from  points  in  Ohio, 
to  Birmingham,  Ala.;  (4)  Exposed  and 
processed  film  and  prints,  complimentary 
replacement  film,  incidental  dealer  han¬ 
dling  supplies,  and  advertising  materials 
(except  motion  picture  film  used  primar¬ 
ily  for  commercial  theatre  and  television 
exhibition) ,  between  Parkersburg,  W.  Va., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Ohio  and  Kentucky;  and  (5) 
Ophthalmic  goods,  and  related  business 
papers  and  documents,  between  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn,  and  Rock  Island,  HI. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112304  (Sub-No.  103) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1975,  Applicant;  ACE  DORAN 
HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  1601  Blue  Rock  Street,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45223.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  D.  Herbert  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1) 
Cranes,  and  parts,  attachments,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  therefor,  between  the  plant- 
sites  and  facilities  of  the  PMC  Corpora¬ 
tion  located  at  or  near  Bowling  Green, 
Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  located  in 
and  east  of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Oklahoma  and  Texas;  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  the  United  States  located  in 
and  east  of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  to  the  plantsites 
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and  facilities  of  the  FMC  Corporation 
located  at  or  near  fowling  Green.  Ky. 

Note. — Common  control  may  bo  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.  or 
Loxilsvllle,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  335),  filed 
September  29,  1975.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21395, 
Louisville,  Ky.  40221.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz,  Suite 
501,  1730  M  Street,  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Cargill,  Inc.  (Exxon 
Asphalt  Terminal)  near  Louisville,  Ky. 
to  points  in  Tennessee. 

Note. — Conunon  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Louisville, 
Ky.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  389),  filed 
October  16,  1975.  Applicant:  BRAY 
LINES  INCORPORATED,  1401  N.  Little 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cushing,  Okla. 
74023.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  D.  Midkifl  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cheese, 
cheese  food,  and  cheese  spreads,  from 
Monetts,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia;  and 
refused  and  rejected  shipments  of  the 
above  described  commodities,  on  return, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  L.  D.  Schreiber  Cheese  Co., 
Inc.  at  Monett,  Mo. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City 
or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113267  (Sub-No.  324),  filed 
October  16,  1975.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
&  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
3215  Tulane  Road,  P.O.  Box  30130 
AM.F.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38130.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  A. 
Fischer  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products  (except  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska.  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  and 
Kentucky. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mobile, 
Ala.  or  Washlngt<m,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113434  (Sub-No.  64) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1975.  Applicant:  GRA-BELL 
'TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  679  Lincoln  Ave¬ 
nue,  Holland,  Mich.  49423.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wllhelmlna  Boersma, 
1600  First  Federal  Bldg.,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48226.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs  (except  in  bulk) .  from  the  plant- 
sites  and  warehouses  facilities  of  Jeno’s, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Sodus.  Mich.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  and 
Ohio. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114334  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1975.  AppUcant:  BUILDERS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  3710  Tulane  Road,  Memphis, 
Tenn.  38116.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Dale  Woodall,  900  Memphis  Bank  Bldg., 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38103.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Advertising  matters,  cata¬ 
logs  or  catalog  sections,  newsprint, 
paper  printing,  books  and  book  pages, 
not  cut  to  page  size,  steel  and  paper 
cores,  printed  matter,  magazines,  pe¬ 
riodicals  and  raw  paper  stock,  from 
Jonesboro,  Ark.  and  Senatobia,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  intersection 
with  the  western  boundary  of  Itasca 
County,  Minn.,  thence  northwardly  along 
the  western  boundaries  of  Itasca  and 
Koochiching  Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  and  points 
in  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  114608  (Sub-No.  28),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  8,  1975.  Applicant:  CAPITAL  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  5635  Clay,  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wilhelmina  Boersma,  1600  First  Federal 
Building,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226.  Authority 
sought  to  (derate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  appliances,  and 
parts  therefor,  when  moving  in  the  same 
vehicle,  from  Columbus  and  Mansfield, 
Ohio,  to  Wyoming,  Mich.,  under  contract 
with  Kelvinator,  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing  or  Detroit, 
Mich.,  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  115651  (Sub-No.  26) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1975.  Applicant:  KANEY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  7222  Cun¬ 
ningham  Road,  Rockford,  Ill.  61102.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  D.  Hig¬ 
gins  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
from  the  plantsite  of,  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Economics  Laboratory,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Joliet,  m.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  115654  (Sub-No.  44),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  INC.,  Candy 
Lane,  P.O.  Box  1193,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Walter 
Harwood  .P.O.  Box  15214,  Nashville, 
Tenn.  37215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipment  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the  ware¬ 


house  and  storage  of  The  Nestle  Co.,  Inc. 
located  at  or  near  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  and  points  in  Missouri  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  62. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Nashville  or  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  116048  (Sub-No.  23),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1975.  Applicant:  JAMES  EL- 
WOOD  QUINN,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  236, 
Beulaville,  N.C.  28518.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  K.  Edward  Wolcott,  1600 
First  Federal  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foods, 
foodstuffs  and  food  products,  from  Port¬ 
land,  Maine  and  points  in  Aroostock 
County,  Maine,  to  points  in  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Tennessee  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Maine,  Boston,  Mass.,  or  New  York,  N.Y, 

No,  MC  116544  (Sub-No.  157),  filed 
October  17,  1975.  Applicant:  ALTRUK 
FREIGHT  SYSTEMS  INC.,  2619  “N” 
Street,  P.O.  Box  7364,  South  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Roland  Rice,  Suite  618,  Perpetual  Bldg., 
1111  E  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cheese, 
cheese  food,  and  cheese  spreads,  from 
Monett,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland. 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island 
and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  (2) 
returned,  refused  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments  of  cheese,  cheese  food,  and  cheese 
spreads,  from  the  destination  states  in 
(1)  above,  to  Monett,  Mo.,  restricted  in 
(1)  above  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsite  or  storage  facilities  of  the  L.  D. 
Schreniber  Cheese  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Monett, 
Mo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  St.  Louis  or 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
October  14, 1975.  AppUcant:  M.  BRUEN- 
GER  ti  CO.,  INC.,  6250  North  Broadway, 
Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Lester  C.  Arvin,  814  Century 
Plaza  BuUding,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  aei  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  dog 
food  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  plant- 
sites  and  warehouses  of  Sunshine  Feed 
Mills,  Incorporated  at  Red  Bay,  Ala.  and 
Tupelo,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Indiana, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  New 
York,  North  CaroUna,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  CaroUna,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wichita  or 
Kansas  City,  Kans. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  164),  filed 
October  16,  1975.  AppUcant:  NA'HONAL 
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REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  51366 — Dawson  Station,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  74151.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Neil  A  DuJardin,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green 
Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Cheese,  cheese  foods,  and  cheese 
spreads,  from  Monett,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Ohio,  Indiana,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  West 
Vii-ginia,  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Rhode  Island,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  plantsite  or  storage 
facilities  of  L.  D.  Schreiber  Cheese  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  at  Monett,  Mo.  and  (2)  re¬ 
turn  of  refused  or  rejected  shipments, 
from  the  destination  states  named  in  (1) 
above,  to  Monett,  Mo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119229  (Sub-No.  5).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1975.  Applicant:  ORLANDO 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  132,  Old 
Glory  Road,  R.D.  #  3,  Lebanon,  N.J. 
08833.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bert 
Collins,  Suite  6193 — 5  World  Trade  Cen¬ 
ter,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Steel  cabinets,  crated  and 
imcrated,  from  Richmond,  Va.,  to  points 
in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  West  Virginia,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia  and  Florida, 
imder  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Richmond  Stancraft  Corporation. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  to  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub-No.  132),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  RINGLE 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  450  East  Ninth  Street, 
Fowler,  Ind.  47944.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  C.  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
2278 — Colee  Station,  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Fla. 
33303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Scrap 
metal,  from  points  in  Alabama,  Ai’kan- 
sas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rliode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  Bettendorf  and  Davenport, 
Iowa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  332),  filed 
October  20,  1975.  Applicant:  BEAVER 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O, 
Box  186,  Pleasant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Ap¬ 


plicant’s  representative:  John  R.  Sims, 
Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania  Building,  425-13th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
(except  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Jeno’s,  Inc,  at  or 
near  Sodus,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces.sary,  appllcan* 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  85).  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  GREAT 
WESTERN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
Highway  103  East,  P.O.  Box  1384,  Lufkin, 
Tex.  75901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630.  Fidelity  Union 
Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201,  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  ixiutes, 
transporting:  Paper  and  paper  products 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
utilized  in  the  manufacture  thereof,  be¬ 
tween  the  plantsites  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  International  Paper  Co.  at  or  near 
Bastrop,  La.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  86),  filed 
October  17,  1975.  Applicant:  GREAT 
WESTERN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
Highway  103  East,  P.O.  Box  1384,  Lufkin, 
Tex.  75901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630  Fidelity  Union 
Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
ti-ansporting :  Humus,  peat  moss,  seeds, 
and  nursery  and  horticultural  stock, 
equipment  and  supplies,  in  mixed  loads 
(except  in  bulk),  between  Columbus, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
pioints  in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas 
and  Louisiana. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  120737  (Sub-No.  32) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14, 1975.  Applicant:  STAR  DELIV¬ 
ERY  &  TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
39— R.R.  #5,  Canton,  Ill.  61520.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Donald  W.  Smith, 
Suite  2465 — One  Indiana  Square,  India¬ 
napolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Agricultural  machinery  and  im¬ 
plements  and  attachments  for  agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  and  Implements;  (2) 
such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  lawn 
and  garden  stores  (except  chemicals  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ;  and  (3)  parts  for 
the  items  named  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
when  moving  in  mixed  shipments  with 
items  named  (1)  and  (2)  above,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska,  Hawaii^  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Vermont,  Connecticut, 
New  Hampshire,  New  York,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Virginia  and  the  District  of  Columbia) 


restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  facilities  used  by 
International  Harvester  Company  at 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  'Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  121060  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
October  17,  1975.  Applicant:  ARROW 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1416, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Roofing  and  roofing  materials;  (2)  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  distribu¬ 
tion  or  installation  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above  (except  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Flintkote  Company 
at  or  near  Peachtree  City,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Florida,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Virginia,  Louisiana,  Kentucky,  Arkansas, 
West  Virginia,  Georgia  and  the  District 
of  Columbia:  and  (3)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  or  distribution  of  roofing  and  roof¬ 
ing  materials  (except  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Florida, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  Louisiana,  Kentucky,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  West  Virginia,  Georgia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  the  facilities  of 
Flintkote  Company  at  or  near  Peachtree 
City,  Ga. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  665),  filed 
October  10,  1975.  Applicant:  SCH- 
WERMAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  611  South  28  Street,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  53215.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  R.  Ziperski  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Sand, 
in  bulk,  from  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  to  Laurel, 
Miss.,  (2)  cinders,  in  bulk,  from  Kau- 
kauna,  Wis.,  to  West  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
(3)  (a)  corn  products,  dry,  in  bulk,  from 
Danville,  HI.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alabama,  Alaska,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Hawaii,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Tennessee  and  Wisconsin) 
and  (b)  soybean  products,  dry,  in  bulk, 
from  Danville,  HI.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska,  Hawaii, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin),  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  animal  aJid  poultry  feed  and 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  113832  Sub-No.  68,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  125091  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
October  16,  1975.  AppUcant:  BOEHMER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  Mill  and  Union  Streete,  Machias, 
N.Y.  14101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  T.  Johnson,  Bankers  Trust 
Building,  Jamestown,  N.Y.  14701.  Au- 
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thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sand  and  gravel,  In 
dump  vehicles,  (1)  from  Freedom  and 
Yorkshire  (Cattaraugus  County),  New 
York,  to  points  in  Erie,  Crawford,  Ve¬ 
nango,  Clarion,  Jefferson,  Clearfield, 
Lycoming,  Warren,  Cameron,  Forest, 
Elk,  Clinton,  Potter  and  Tioga  Coimtles, 
Pa.  (except  points  in  Warren,  Cameron, 
Forest,  Elk,  Clinton,  Potter  and  Tioga 
Counties,  Pa.  within  50  miles  of  Olean, 
N.Y.) ;  and  (2)  from  the  plant  site  of 
Buffalo  Slag  Co.,  Inc.  located  at  or  near 
Alfred  Station  (Allegany  County) ,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Clearfield,  Jefferson,  Clarion, 
Lycoming,  Warren,  Cameron,  Forest,  Elk, 
Clinton,  Potter  and  Tioga  Counties,  Pa. 
(except  points  in  Warren,  Cameron, 
Forest,  Elk,  Clinton,  Potter  and  Tioga 
Counties,  Pa.  within  50  miles  of  Olean, 
N.Y.). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  he  held  at  Buffalo, 

N.Y. 

No.  MC  126118  (Sub-No.  16) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant:  GEORGE  M. 
HILL,  doing  business  as,  HILL  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  928  West  Main,  John¬ 
son  City,  Tenn.  37601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  M.  Hill  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregifiar  routes,  transporting: 
MaU  beverages  and  related  commodities 
including  advertising,  from  Detroit, 
Mich.,  to  Appalachia  and  Bristol,  Va., 
Johnson  City,  Tenn.  and  points  in  South 
Carolina. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Johnson 
City,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sub-No.  140) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14, 1975.  Applicant:  FAST  MOTOR 
SERVICE,  INC.,  9100  Plainfield  Road, 
Brookfield,  Ill.  60513.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  180  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Containers,  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Can  Company  located  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  N.J.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  American  Can  Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  127283  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant:  SILICA  SAND 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Box  212,  Routes  47 
&  71,  Yorkville,  HI.  60560.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  180  North 
La  Saile  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sand  and  foundry 
agyregates,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Hlinois,  Wisconsin, 
Iowa  and  Michigan,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Harold  G. 
Bos  d.b.a.  Bos  Sand  Co. 

Note. — it  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
in. 


No.  MC  127832  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
Oct.  3,  1975.  Applicant:  C  &  S  TRANS¬ 
FER  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5249,  Macon, 
Ga.  31208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  Addams,  Ste  212 — 5299  Roswell 
Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  operation  of  cafe¬ 
terias  and  restaurants,  between  the  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  State  Wholesale  Foods, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Macon,  Ga.,  High  Point 
and  North  Wilkesboro,  N.C.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  State 
Wholesale  Food,  Inc. 

-Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  206),  filed 
October  17, 1975.  Applicant:  MIDWEST¬ 
ERN  DISTRIBU'nON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
189,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harry  Ross,  1403  South 
Horton  Street,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages 
and  advertising  materials  when  moving 
with  malt  beverages,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Miller  Brewing 
Company  at  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Louisiana;  and  (2)  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  of  malt  beverages,  in¬ 
cluding  empty  malt  beverage  containers, 
from  points  in  Louisana,  to  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Miller  Brewing 
Company  at  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128294  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
October  14 ,1975.  Applicant:  NTTEHAWK 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  2334  University  Avenue. 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  5510L  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  J.  Dudley,  W-1260  First 
National  Bank  Building,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehlde,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  (except  in  bulk) ,  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  by  canning 
factories  and  frozen  food  plants  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  between  the  plantsltes  and 
storage  facilities  of  Green  Giant  Com¬ 
pany  and  its  wholly  owned  subsidiaries, 
located  in  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Texas,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Georgia, 
Florida,  New  Jersey,  Indiana  and  Kansas, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  Iowa,  Delaware,  New  York, 
Connecticut,  New  Hampshire,  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Wisconsin,  Hlinois, 
Minnesota,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Kentuc^,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Florida,  West  Virginia,  New  Jersey,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Maine,  South  Carolina  and 
Ohio,  restricted  to  shipments  originating 
or  terminating  at  the  plantsltes  and 
storage  facilities  of  the  Green  Giant 
Company  and  its  wholly  owned  subsi¬ 
diaries  in  the  above  mentioned  states. 


and  further  restricted  to  service  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Green  Giant  Company. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  128988  (Sub-NO.  70),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  JO/KEL, 
INC.,  159  South  Seventh  Street,  P.O.  Box 
1249,  City  of  Industry,  Calif.  91749.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lamps 
and  parts  for  lamps,  from  the  facilities 
of  Westinghouse  Hectric  Corporation  at 
or  near  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River,  and  extending  along  the 
Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
Minnesota,  thence  northward  along  the 
western  boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koo¬ 
chiching  Counties,  Minnesota  to  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  (except  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Utah) .  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities  which  by  resison  of  size 
or  w^ght  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  further  restricted  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  to  be  performed  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  West¬ 
inghouse  Electric  Corporation  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appllocmt  requests  it  be  held  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  128988  (Sub-No.  71),  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  JO/KEL, 
INC.,  159  South  Seventh  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  1249,  City  of  Industry,  Calif.  91749. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trans¬ 
formers,  from  the  facilities  of  Westing- 
house  Electric  Corporation  located  at  or 
near  Athens,  Ga.,  to  points  in  California, 
Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho,  Nevada, 
Arizona,  Utah  and  Montana,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  and 
commodities  in  bulk  and  further  restrict¬ 
ed  to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Westinghouse  Electric 
Corporation  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  jipplicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  133119  (Sub-No.  77) .  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant:  HEYL  ’TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  235  Mill  Street,  Akron, 
Iowa  51001.  Applicant’s  representative: 
A.  J.  Swanson,  521  So.  14th  Street,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Pauls  Valley, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
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(except  Oklahoma,  Alaska  and  Hawaii) , 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  Pauls 
Valley,  Okla. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  86) ,  ffled  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1975.  Applicant:  TRANS-NA¬ 
TIONAL  TRUC^K,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4168, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79105.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Neil  A.  DuJardin,  P.O.  Box 
2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cellulose  materials  and 
products,  and  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  or  distribution  of  cellulose  materials 
and  products,  and  paper  and  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  between  Oppelo,  Ark.  and  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  o^er,  points  in  New  Mexico  and 
Colorado. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

'  No.  MC  133671  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  8, 1975.  Applicant:  MILLER  BROS. 
CO.,  INC.,  Box  1,  Hynim,  Utah  84319. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Irene  Warr, 
430  Judge  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cheese 
and  cheese  products,  in  temperature  con¬ 
trolled  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Gossner  Cheese  Company  located  at  or 
near  Logan,  Utah,  to  points  in  California, 
imder  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Gossner  Cheese  Company. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  117669  Sub  1,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  appUcant  requests  it 
to  be  held  at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  94),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1975.  AppUcant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Robert 
P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  PauL 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  (except  commo^ties  in  bulk) , 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  faclll- 
Ues  of  Jeno’s  Inc.,  at  or  near  Sodus, 
Mich.,  to  points  In  Arkansas.  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts.  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Dakota.  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Texas.  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia.  Wi^onsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

I  Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  to  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

>  No.  MC  134755  (Sub  No.  57),  filed 
October  15,  1975.  AppUcant;  CHARTER 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1959  E.  Turner  Street, 
P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Larry  D. 
Knox,  900  HubbeU  BuUdlng.  Des  Moines, 


Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wax 
products,  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  138398  Sub-No.  6.  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  a  bearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requeste  it 
be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  135078  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
October  8,  1975.  Applicant;  AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7850  P  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  5Z1 
South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Window  shade  rollers,  slats,  window 
shades  and  window  shade  materials, 
from  Ogdensburg,  N.Y.,  to  Chicago,  lU. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  135007  Sub  No.  1  and  other 
subs,  therefore  dual  {^rations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  136208  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
October  20,  1975.  AppUcant:  CREAGER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  17007, 
712  North  Columbia  Blvd.,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97215.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Geoige  R.  LaBissoniere,  1100  Norton 
Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Styrofoam,  iron,  steel,  and 
aluminum  in  bars,  sheets,  plates,  tubing, 
pipe,  extrusions,  beams  and  fence  posts, 
from  points  in  Los  Angeles  County,  Calif, 
and  the  San  Francisco  Bay  area,  Calif., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Washington  and  Oregon. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  136220  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
October  8,  1975.  AppUcant:  ROY 

SULLIVAN, 'doing  business  as,  SULLI¬ 
VAN  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  1705  NE 
Woodland,  Ponca  City,  Okla.  74601.  Ap¬ 
pUcant’s  representative:  G.  Timothy 
Armstrong,  Suite  200,  Timbergate  Of¬ 
fice  Gardens,  6161  North  May  Avenue, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Coal  and  coal  by-products, 
from  points  in  Oklahoma,  to  points  in 
Missouri. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  ^eld  at  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  CHcla. 

No.  MC  138125  (Sub-No.  1)  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1975.  AppUcant:  M.AP. 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  15012  Mid¬ 
way  City,  Calif.  92655.  AppUcant’s  r^- 
resentative:  Donald  Murchinson,  9454 
Wilshire  Boulevard,  Suite  400,  Beverly 
Hills,  Cialif.  90212.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plate  glass,  window  glass,  and 
rolled  glass,  between  San  Francisco, 


Oakland,  Sacramento,  Stockton,  Los  j 
Angeles,  and  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  on  the  , 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  tn 
California,  restricted  to  traffic  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  raU 
or  water. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  ts  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  138144  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
October  7,  1975.  AppUcant;  FRED 

OLSON  CO.,  INC.,  6022  West  State 
Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53213.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Daniel  C.  SiiUi- 
van,  327  South  LaSaUe  Street,  Chicago, 
ni.  60604.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities,  as  are  manufactured  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  of  (1) 
buildings,  complete,  knocked  down,  or 
in  sections;  (2)  building  sections  and 
panels;  (3)  component  parts,  materials 
and  supplies,  for  (1)  and  (2) ;  and  (4) 
parts,  accessories  and  equipment,  used 
in  the  instaUation  of  (1),  (2)  and  (3) 
(except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  West 
Milwaukee  and  MUwaukee,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  including 
Alaska  and  HawaU,  restricted  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
INRYCO,  a  subsidiary  of  Inland  Steel 
Company. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  reqttests  it  be  held  at  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  138299  (Sub-No.  8)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  September  24,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  i^e  of 
October  23,  1975  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant;  TRAILS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  719  Union  Street, 
MontebeUo,  Calif.  90640.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  WiUiam  J.  Monheim, 
P.O.  Box  1756,  15942  WhitUer  Blvd., 
Whittier,  Calif.  90609.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Fiberglas  materials  and  fiberglas 
products,  fibrous  glass;  mineral  wool 
products,  fibrous  glass  textile  materials, 
fibrous  glass  textile  products  and  roofing 
materials,  from  Santa  Clara,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming,  and  El 
Paso,  Tex.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Owens-Coming  Fiber¬ 
glas  Corporation. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
is  to  Indicate  that  appUcant  seeks  contract 
carriage  In  lieu  of  common  carriage  as  pre¬ 
viously  published.  Common  control  and 
dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  iq)pUcant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138398  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
October  10,  1975.  AppUcant:  CHARTER 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1959  E.  Turner  Street, 
P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Larry  D. 
Knox,  900  HubbeU  Building,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  lrr^;ular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
TUe,  from  Cleveland,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
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Alabama,  Texas,  California,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Maryland.  Oklahoma, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Kansas,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee,  Utah,  District  of  Columbia, 
Washington,  New  Mexico,  and  Oregon; 
(2)  materials,  and  supplies,  (except  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture  of  tile, 
from  points  in  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Illinois,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
Alabama,  Florida,  Texas,  Georgia,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  Pennsylvania  to  Cleveland, 
Miss,  and  (3)  tile  from  Morrisville,  Pa., 
to  Cleveland,  Miss.,  (1),  (2),  and  (3) 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Robertson  American  of  Mississippi. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Memphis, 
Tenn.  of  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  138941  (Sub-No.  8»,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1975.  Applicant:  COUNTRY 
WIDE  TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  1110 
South  Reservoir  Street,  Pomona,  Calif. 
91766.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
M.  DanieU,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
articles  (except  in  bulk),  (1)  from 
Springfield,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Texas.  New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  California,  Oregon, 
Washington,  New  Jersey  and  Georgia 
and  (2)  from  points  in  Wayne,  Ontario 
and  Monroe  County,  N.Y.,  to  Springfield. 
HI.,  under  contract  with  Mobil  Chemical 
Company,  Plastics  Division. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  139302  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  8,  1975.  Applicant:  KREUGER 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1580  William  St., 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  14240.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  S.  Michael  Richards,  44  North 
Ave.,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Precast  concrete  floor/ 
root  slabs  and  allied  products,  from  ports 
of  entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  at  Niagara  Falls  and  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  New  York  State, 
on  and  west  of  Interstate  Route  81. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Buffalo  or  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  lOD,  filed 
October  14,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  1819  H  Street.  NW.,  Suite 
1030,  Wa.shington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transpiorting:  Cartons  and  boxes,  from 
the  facilities  of  Mead  Packaging,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Mead  Corporation,  located  at  or 
near  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see,  Mississippi,  Kentucky,  Arkansas, 
Missouri,  Illinois,  Oklahoma,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Kansas,  and  Colorado. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  133106  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 


be  involved.  If -a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139837  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Oct. 
14,  1975.  Applicant:  K  &  I  DISTRIBU- 
’TORS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  29,  New  Haven, 
Ind.  46774.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  W.  Loser  II,  1009  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Mer¬ 
chandise  dealt  in  by  chain  stores  and 
mail-order  department  stores,  (1)  from 
Columbus,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Ohio  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  point 
where  the  Indiana-Ohio  state  boundary 
line  extends  easterly  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway 
30-N,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30-N 
to  its  jimction  with  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the 
Ohio-West  Virginia  state  boundary  line; 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  75;  and 
(2)  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Ohio  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  70,  restricted  to  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Am- 
way  Corporation,  at  Ada,  Mich. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  140484  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  17,  1975.  Applicant:  LESTER 
COGGINS  TRUCKING,  INC.,  2671  E. 
Edison  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Fort  Myers, 
Fla.  33902.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Clayton  Geer  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Corru¬ 
gated  shipping  containers,  from  Hialeah, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Iowa,  and  Minnesota. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  134433  Sub,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Toledo,  Ohio  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140484  (Sub-No.  14),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  16, 1975.  Applicant:  LESTER  COG¬ 
GINS  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69, 
Fort  Myers,  Fla.  33902.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Clayton  Geer  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Macrame’,  wrought  iron  stands,  glass¬ 
ware,  and  pottery,  from  San  Diego 
County,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  134443  .Sub-No.  1,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Phoenix,  Ariz.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140981  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1975.  Applicant:  LESTEIR  E. 
WRIGHT,  doing  business  as,  WRIGHT 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  13,  Correctlon- 
ville,  Iowa  51016.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  A.  Hutchison,  414  Security  Bank 


Building,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51101,  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salvaged  com¬ 
pressed  car  bodies,  and  salvaged  scrap 
copper,  brass  and  aluminum,  from  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  to  grinding  plants  and  smelt¬ 
ing  plants,  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Beloit  and 
Milwaukee,  Wis.;  Chicago,  fU.,  and 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  under  contract  with 
Sioux  City  Compressed  Steel  Co.,  at 
Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Sioux  City. 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  141000  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1975.  Applicant;  ROADRUNNER 
ENTERPRISES,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
26748,  415  Rankin  Road,  NE.,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex.  87125.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  D.  F.  Jones  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Roofing,  roofing  products,  supplies  and 
equipment,  from  Lubbock,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  Colorado  and  New  Mexico. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex.,  or  Phoenix.  Ariz. 

No.  MC  141254  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1975.  Applicant:  R.  WALKER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1409  East  19th,  The 
Dalles,  Oreg.  97058.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Douglas  A.  Wilson,  303  East 
“D”  Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  expanded 
foam,  cellular,  nested  trays  and  cartons. 
from  Yakima,  Wash.;  Fresno,  Calif.; 
Melbourne,  Aik.,  and  Landover,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  California 
Idaho,  Nevada,  Montana.  Wyoming. 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Kansas,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  and  Maryland. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oreg.  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  141225  (Sub-No.  1) .  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1975.  Applicant;  BURNS  TRANS¬ 
FER,  INC.,  2538  North  Washington 
Street,  Kokomo,  Ind.  46901.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  P.  Dechert,  300 
North  Main  Street,  Box  269,  Kokomo, 
Ind.  46901.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Used 
household  goods,  between  points  in 
Indiana,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  in  containers,  and 
further  restricted  to  the  performance  of 
pick-up  and  delivery  service  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  packing,  crating  and  contain¬ 
erization  or  unpacking,  uncrating  and 
decontainerization  of  such  shipments. 

Note. — K  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  heid  at  either 
Indianapolis  or  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. 

No.  MC  141259,  filed  August  12,  1975. 
Applicant:  GARY  L,  McCALLISTER, 
doing  business  as,  M-C  'TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  Box  1911,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 
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82901.  Applicant’s  representative;  Gary 
L.  McCalUster  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Barite, 
lime  (hydrated)  and  bentonite  (common 
ground  clay),  in  bulk  and  in  sacks,  from 
Battle  Mountain,  (Lander  County),  Nev. 
and  Salt  Lake  City,  (Salt  Lake  County) . 
Utah,  to  Rock  Springs,  (Sweetwater 
Coimty),  Wyo.  and  Casper^  (Natrona 
County),  Wyo.;  (2)  sand,  in  bulk  and  in 
sacks,  from  Houch,  (Apache  County), 
Ariz.,  to  Rock  Springs,  (Sweetwater 
County),  Wyo.  and  Houch,  (Apache 
County),  Ariz.,  to  Vernal,  (Dagget 
Comity),  Utah;  and  (3)  cement,  in  bulk 
and  in  sacks,  from  Devil’s  Slide,  (Mor¬ 
gan  County),  Utah,  to  Rock  Springs, 
(Sweetwater  County),  Wyo. 

Note. — a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Bock  Springs  or  Casper,  Wyo. 

No.  MC  141318  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975.  Applicant:  PERN- 
STEINER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  #2, 
Medford,  Wis.  54451.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Harold  Pemsteiner  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregxilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  (1)  Doors,  sashes,  window  units, 
screens,  frames  and  window  blinds,  from 
Medford,  Wis.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Montana,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Kentucky,  Mic^an,  Nebraska,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  Iowa  and  Ten¬ 
nessee;  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  from  points  in  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Montana,  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Nebraska,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  Iowa  and  Ten¬ 
nessee,  to  Medford,  Wis.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Weather  Shield  Mfg.,  Inc. 

Noth. — a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  141357  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
October  17,  1975.  Applicant:  SHANUS, 
INC.,  232  N.  1st  Street,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55401.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  J.  Priestley,  100  W.  Franklin 
Avenue,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55404.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fleshings  (a  by¬ 
product  or  residue  of  hides)  from  Min¬ 
neapolis/St.  Paul,  Minn,  and  commercial 
zone,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa  and  Green 
Bay,  Wis. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  141397,  filed  October  8,  1975. 
Applicant;  VINCENT  T.  CONTE,  643 
Harold  Street,  Mamaroneck,  N.Y.  10543. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Roger  H. 
Sirlin,  211  Mamaroneck  Avenue, 
Mamaroneck,  N.Y.  10543.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes. 


transporting:  Furniture,  between  points 
in  Westchester  and  Bronx  Counties, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  Fairfield  County, 
Conn.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  TM’s  of  Stamford,  Inc., 
Roevins  of  Yonkers,  Inc.,  Roevins  of 
of  Larchmont,  Inc.,  and  Roevins  of 
Riverdale,  Inc. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Mamaroneck,  N.Y. 


No.  MC  141398,  filed  October  9,  1975. 
Applicant:  J  &  W  MOVING  &  STORAGE 
CO.,  INC.,  541  Craft  Highway,  P.O.  Box 
2400,  Mobile,  Ala.  36601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  G.  Gleason,  15 
South  Grady  Way,  Evergreen  Bldg., 
#217,  Renton,  Wash.  98055.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Used  household  goods: 

(1)  Between  Gulfport,  Miss.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Har¬ 
rison,  Jackson,  Hancock,  Pearl  River, 
Stone,  George,  Greene,  Wayne,  Jones, 
Perry,  Forrest,  Covington,  Lamar,  Clar¬ 
ion,  Jefferson  Davis,  Walthall,  Lawrence, 
Pike  and  Lincoln  Counties,  Miss.;  (2) 
Between  Mobile,  Ala.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Baldwin, 
Clarke,  Conecuh,  Escambia,  Mobile, 
Monroe,  and  Washington  Counties,  Ala.; 
and  (3)  Between  Mobile,  Ala.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Gulfport,  Miss.,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement,  in  containers, 
beyond  the  points  authorized,  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  to  the  performance  of 
pickup  and  delivery  service  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  packing,  crating,  and 
containerization  or  unpacking,  uncrat¬ 
ing,  and  decontainerization  of  such 
shipments. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  MobUe,  Ala. 

No.  MC  141400,  filed  October  2,  1975. 
Applicant:  PRANK’S  TOWING,  INC., 
953  Central  Street,  Lowell,  Mass.  01852. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph  P. 
Donahue.  Jr.,  21  George  Street,  Lowell, 
Mass.  01852.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dis¬ 
abled  vehicles,  between  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Connecticut. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  141410  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1975.  Applicant;  KAZERY’S 
BLACK  ANGUS  MEATS  AND  GROCER¬ 
IES  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  8780,  Jackson,  Miss.  39204.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel, 
Suite  6193-5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Clay  and  clay  products,  from 
Jackson,  Miss.,  to  points  in  California; 
and  (2)  catalyst,  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  to  Jackson,  Miss.,  under  contract 
with  Filtrol  Corporation. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  141418,  filed  October  8,  1975. 
Applicant;  PAUL  SAVAGE,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as,  PAUL  SAVAGE  TRUCKING, 
152  Crystal  St.,  North  Arlington,  N.J. 
07032.  Applicant’s  representative;  George 
A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Metal  finishing  compounds  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Kearney,  N.J.,  to  points  in 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Ohio,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Virginia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Geor^a  and 
West  Virginia  and  (2)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture  or  sale  of  the  above  com¬ 
modities  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  destination  states  in  (1)  above, 
to  Kearny,  N.J.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tractor  contracts  with  Frederick  Gumm 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  Kearny,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
Tcffk,  N.Y.  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  141419,  filed  October  14.  1975. 
Applicant:  S  &  M  MATERIALS  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  218, 
Lumpkin,  Ga.  31815.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  M.  Danlell,  P.O.  Box  872, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dirt,  gravel,  sand  and  crushed  stone, 
in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Russell  Coimty,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Georgia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 


Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  129969  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
October  10, 1975.  Applicant;  LAKELAND 
BUS  LINES,  INC.,  East  Blackwell  Street, 
Dover,  N.J.  07801.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Charles  J.  Williams,  47  Lincoln 
Park,  Newark,  N.J.  07102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers,  between  the 
Port  Authority  Bus  Terminal,  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  the  plantsite  of  Nabisco, 
Inc.,  at  East  Hanover.  N.J.,  under  a  con¬ 
tract  or  continuing  contracts  with  Na¬ 
bisco,  Inc. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MGU09802  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J.,  or  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  141104  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
October  8,  1975.  Applicant;  MARTIN’S 
COACHES  LIMITED,  a  corporation,  1050 
9th  Avenue,  West,  Box  534,  Owen  Sound, 
Ontario,  Canada  N4K  1L5.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J,  Hirsch,  Suite 
1125, 43  Court  Street,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
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International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  including  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii,  and  return. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  141294  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1975.  Applicant:  GETTYS¬ 
BURG  TOURS,  INC.,  302  York  Street. 
Gettysburg,  Pa.  17325.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  D.  Campbell,  Jr;,  Six 
North  Third  Street,  Bergner,  Bldg.,  P.O. 
Box  840,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  In  special  operations,  in  round- 
trip  sightseeing  and  pleasure  tours,  be- 
ghinlng  and  ending  at  points  in  the 
Borough  of  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  and  Hlgh- 
l£ind,  Liberty,  Freedom,  Mount  Joy, 
Mount  Pleasant,  Hamiltonban,  Ciunber- 
land,  Franklin  and  Straban  Township 
(Adams  County),  Pa.,  and  extending  to 
points  in  Frederick  County,  Md.  bounded 


and  described  as  follows:  Beginning  at  a 
point  on  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania 
State  Boundary  line  and  extending 
southwesterly  along  Friends  Creek  Road 
to  intersection  Harbaugh  Road,  thence 
southeasterly  along  Harbaugh  Road  to 
intersection  Eyler  Valley  Road,  thence 
southwesterly  along  Eyler  Valley  Road 
to  intersection  Little  Owens  Creek, 
thence  southeasterly  along  Little  Owens 
Creek  to  intersection  Old  Limekiln  Road, 
thence  northeasterly  along  Old  Limekiln 
Road  to  intersection  Orndorff  Road, 
thence  southeasterly  along  Ordnorff 
Road  to  intersection  Old  Frederick  Road, 
thence  southerly  along  Old  Frederick 
Road  to  intersection  Mumma  Ford  Road 
at  Maryland  Highway  76,  thence  along 
Mumma  Ford  Road  to  intersection  the 
Monocacy  River,  thence  northeasterly 
along  the  Monocacy  River  to  intersec¬ 
tion  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania  State 
Boundary  line,  and  thence  westerly  along 
said  boundary  line  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg 
or  Gettysburg,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 


Broker  Application 

No.  MC  130344,  filed  September  30, 
1975.  Applicant:  SUNNY  TRAVEL 
CENTER,  207  First  Avenue,  Rock  Falls, 
Ill.  61071.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Sondra  Decker  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  engage  in 
operation,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  broker  at  Rock  Falls,  Ill.,  to 
sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of 
Individual  passengers  and  groups  of  pas¬ 
sengers,  in  charter  operations,  on  tours, 
by  motor  carriers,  beginning  and  ending 
at  Rock  Falls,  111.,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Bock 
Falls,  Sterling,  Dixon,  Rock  Island,  or  Rock¬ 
ford,  Ill. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-29762  Filed  11-6-75:8:45  amj 
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